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Art. I. — 1. The Divine Rule of Faith and Practice. By W. 
Goode, M. A. 2tl edition. London: 1853. 

2. Discourses on the Controversies of the Day. By W.F. IIOOR, 
D.D. London; 1853. 

3. Means of Unity. A Charge by Archdeacon Hare. London: 
1847. 

^T^he three writers whose works are named above*may be taken 
as representatives of the three great parties whieU divide the 
Church of England. These parties have always eSisted, under 
‘different phases, and with more or less of life. But they have 
been brought into sharper contrast, and have learned better to 
understand tlicinselvos and one another, during the controversies 
which have agitated the last twe nty ye.ars. They are commonly 
called tlic Low Cliurch, the High Cliurch, and the Broad 
Churcli parties; but such an enumeration is the result of an in¬ 
complete analysis. On a closer inspection, it is seen that each 
of these is again triply subdivided into sections which ex¬ 
emplify respectively the exaggeration, the stagnation, and the 
normal development of tlie principles which they severally 
claim to represent. And these subdivisions, though popularly 
confounded with each other, differ amongst themselves, as much 
as the delirium of fever, or the torpor of old age differs from 
the calm circulation of health. 

It would be an interesting task to trace these parties histori- 
calljy ^ from the Reformation downwards; fo diow how far they 
VOL. XCVlll. NO. cc. T 


274 


Church Parties. 


Oct. 


may be regarded as continuous branches, liow far as niodcni 
revivals, how far as now modifications of ancient scliools of 
opinion. But this would require researches far too extensive 
for our limits. We only propose at present to examine the 
divisions of the existing Church of England, and to study their 
forms and boundaries, not as they would be coloured in a, 
chronological chart, but as they would be laid down in an 
actual survev. 

Of the parties named above, the most influential in recent 
times has been that which is tenned Low Church by its adver¬ 
saries, and Evangelical by its adherents. It originated in the 
revival of religious life, which marked the close of the last and 
the beginning of the present century,—the reaction against a 
long period of frozen lifelessncs''. The thermometer of the 
Cliurch of England sank to its lowest point in the first thirty 
years of the reign‘of George III. Butler and Berkeley were 
dead, and had left no successors. The last of that generation 
of clergymen which had founded the Societies for ‘ the DUVu- 

* sion of Christian Knowledge,’ and the ‘ Propagation of the 

* Gos[)cl,’ were now in their graves. Unbelieving bishops and 

a slothful clergy had succeeded in driving from the Church the 
faith and zeal of ^Methodism which Wesley had organised 
within her pale. The spirit was expelled, and the dregs 
remained. That was the age when jobbery and corru])tlon, 
long supreme in the State, had triumphed over the virtue of the 
Church; when the nionoy-changt:rs not only ent<“rcd tlu* 
temple, but ^drovc out the w orshippers; wlu'ii ecclesiastical 
revenues wck monopolised by w'caliliy jduvalists; when the 
name of lost its legsil meaning, and instead of dcnotitig 

the incut^ent of a benefice, came to signify the dcjmty of an 
absenb : wheni, church services were discontinued; Avhen 
university exercises were turned intO:*a farce; when the holders 
of ancient endowments vied with oq'e j|^othcr in evading the 
intentions of their founders; when eVCTywhcre the lowest ends 
were most openly avowed, and the Ipwcst means adoi)lcd for 
eftecting them. In their preaching, nineteen clergymen out of 
twenty carefully abstained from dwelling upon Christian doctrines. 
Such topics exposed the preacher to the charge of fanaticism. 
Even the calm and sober Crabbe, who certainly never erred 
from excess of zeal, was stigmatised in those days by his 
brethren as a ‘ Mcthotlist,’ because lie introduced into bis 
sermons the motives of future reward and punishment. An 
orthodox clergyman (they said) sliould be content to show his 
people the worldly advantage of good conduct, and to leave 
heaven and hell to the ranters. Kor can we wonder that such 
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shoald liavc been tlie notions of country parsons, when, even by 
those who passed for the supreme arbiters of orthodoxy and taste, 
tlie vapid rlietoric of Blair was thought the highest standard of 
Christian exhortation. 

A-t last, this age of stagnation was ended by that great con¬ 
vulsion which startled Europe from its slumber. The triumph 
of Atheism in France restored Christianity to England, f’aith 
revived in the temj)cst; the solemn time woke solemn thoughts; 
and forg|^ten truths were preached to eager hearers, by an ever 
increasing band of zealous men, whose one desire was to re¬ 
kindle in the hearts of others that belief which filled their own. 


in the fundamental doctrines of the Gospel. These doctrines 
ad hitherto been rather tacitly ignored than openly contra¬ 
dicted. The Articles were subscribed by those who disbelieved * 
them, as * Articles of Peace,’ to use the fashionable euphemism; 
but by moat they were neither believed nor disbelieved. The 
mass of the clergy troubled not their souls with theological 
difficulties, hut hunted and tippled j)eacefully with the squire¬ 
archy. And now, when such doctrines as Ilunian Corruption 
and the Divine Atonement were prominently brought forward, 
they were received by the majority with a storm of opposition. 

as])ect of the struggle which ensued is most anomalous. 
Truths embodied in every formuhiry of the Chiircli, enforced in 
ber homilies, and stereotyped in her liturgy, were assailed as 
heretical novelties by her ministers. Yet they were compelled, 
Siimlay sifter Snndsiy, to affirm in their rcading-d«sk what they 


contradicted in their pulpit. Though they denied human corrup¬ 
tion in the sermon, they were forced in the pray^fcto acknow¬ 
ledge that all mankind wete ' tied and bound chain of 

‘ their sins: ’ though they denounced as fiinatical all lii''nti(>ii of 
the Atinicmcnt, they fijOnijicBed to spcak*'li^ it themselves, 
not in their own in .the words or the Universal 

Clmrcli, with llie dee||^^|i^tlios ^udthc most enthusiastic love. 
Such inconsistency wai loo glaring not to be felt, even by the 
dullest: and it gave d,noverwhelming superiority in argument to 
the assailing party. Thuff their triumph was more rapid and com- 
])lete than is usual in theological controversies. In less than 
twenty years the original battle-field was won, and the enemy 
may be said to have surrendered at discretion. Thenceforward, 


scarcely a clergyman w'as to be found in England who preached 


* Piiloy, in his didence of the Feathers’ Tav^n petitioners in 1772, 
states it us an admitted fact that the only persons who then believed 
the Articles were the Methodists, wlio were refused ordination by the 
Bishops. 
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figwnst the doctrine of the creeds. The faith of the Chu^h 
Ira tei^ored to the level of her formularies. But, meanwhile, 
combatants who had won the victory were no longer united 
under a ringle standfurd; or rather the banner of the cross, 
"Under which they fought, was seen to wave over the encamp¬ 
ments of three separate armies. And each of these was more or 
less recruited, and its character more or less altered, by the 
enrolment among its troops of a portion of the conquered 
enemy. § 

From this period the Evangelical party began to assume the 
form which it still retains. At first it had comprehended many 
different shades of theological opinion. All religious men had 
been classed together by their opponents as enthusiasts, fanatics, 
and Methodists, and had agreed to forget their minor differences 
in their essential agreement But when the great truths of 
Christianity were no longer denied within the Church, the 
maintenance of them ceased to be a distinctive badge of fellow¬ 
ship; and other secondary doctrines assumed greater importance, 
as forming the specific creed of the majority of those who had 
hitherto been contented with a more catholic bond of union. Of 
the tenets which then became, and have since continued, tho 
watchwords of the Evangelical camp, the most conspicuous 
were the two following; first, ‘ the universal necessity of 

* conversion' and secondly, * justification by faith' A third 'U as 
added, to which subsequent controversy gave more than its 
original promiiienoe, namely, ‘ the sole authority of Scripture as 

* the rule offaith' 

Each of these doctrines may be held and taught in two 
vrays; cither as a living principle of action, or as the corner¬ 
stone of a technical system. Thus, * the necessity of conversion' 
In the mouths of some who preach it, means that the selfishness 
of man’s earthly nature must be superseded by the strength of 
a diviner life, before his actions can ])ossess any spiritual worth; 
in the mouths of others, it means that every individual must 
experience, on a particular day and hoiir, certain prescribed 
sensations, in a defined order. Again, * justification by faith' 
may be an expression of the truth, that peace and holiness must 
be derived from conscious union with a present Saviour, and 
can never flow from a routine of outward observances; or, on 
the other hand, it may be turned into the scholastic (ijstpression 
of a distinction without a difference. So * the sole authority of 

* Scripture' may symbolise the sacred duty of private judgment, 
involving the necessity of personal religion; or it may be the 
mere negation of ecclesiastical authority. Moreover, besides 
this difference in the mode of apprehending and enforcing these 
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doctrines, there is a farther difference in the results dedueible 
from them. If either be token as the basis of a system of 
speculation, it may be made, by an apparently logical train of 
argument, to evolve extravagant conse^oences. And these 
consequences will be embraced by a certain order of yniods , 
whose creed will be the * exaggeration ’ of Evangelicalism, to 
which we shall presently return. 

The oP Evangelical party, the party of Milner, Martyn, and 
Wilberforce,^ has for the most port taught its charactenstic 
tenets in their practical and positive, not in their controversial 
and nc^tivc aspect. Accordingly, it has been singularly 
fruitful in good, both public and private, ftiTmng rich and poor, 
to England and to the world. Those great acts of natinuiil 
morality, which will give an abiding glory to. the present 
century, weic all citlier originated or carried by this party 
in the Church. Its representatives in Parliament^ Wilberforce, 
Stephen, Thornton, Buxton, and their coadjutors, successively 
led the van of philanthropic progress, and raised the tone of the 
public conscience. To them is due die supprcbbiou of the 
slave trade in the last generation, to them the abolition of 
slavery in the present. The reform of piison discipline was 
effected^ by tlieir efforts, the criminal law was robbed of its 
bloodthirsty severity by their aid.* To their benevolent agita¬ 
tion it is owing that Hindoo widows are no longer burnt tdive, 
and that the nati\cs of the most distant and ba^^rons colonies 
know that they will not appeal in vain to English sympathy 
against English oppression. In more recent times the popula¬ 
tion of our factories and our mines may thn.nk the exertions of 
another Evangelical champion, for tlie investigation into their 
suflerings, and the improvement in their condition. Even the 
outcasts of society, neglected and despaired of by others, have 
been won to civilisation by the untiring benevolence of the 
same party, and the same leader, the establishers, though not 
the inventors, of ‘Ragged Schools,’ Others have declaimed 
more copiously on the diseases of the body politic^ and the re¬ 
generation of society. But while such men have only talked, 
these single-minded Christians luive worked; doing wnat they 
could, and the best they knew, to stop visible and pressing 
evils; wj^e their depredators content themselves with idly pro¬ 
claiming that faith Is dead, and worship obsolete. * 

But while they^ have devoted themselves thus zealously to 


* Without the aid of the Evangelical party, and their out-of-doors 
agitation, the efforts of Bomilly and Mackintosh might have re¬ 
mained fruitless. 
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objects, the members of this party have not 
Qi^leeted to labour for ends more exclusively religious. Con- 
vinoed of our national responsibility to the heathen populations 
with which pur commerce brought us into contact, they 
inaugurated the present century with the foundation of the 
* Church Missionary Society.’ That Society now maintains 
about 2000 ministers and teachers, of whom 200 are ordained, 
and has established more than 100 stations, scattered over the 
world. Centres of religious truth and of civilisation are thus 
fixed in the midst of heathendom, which cannot fail to produce 
results far greater than anything,, which they have hitherto 
effected. Yet the visible fruits dready garnered would well 
repay the labour. For, not to mention the converted towns 
on the coast of Africa, w'hole districts of Southern India have 
embraced the faith; and the native population of New Zealand 
(spread over a territory as large as England) has been 
reclaimed from cannibalism, and added to the Church. About 
the same time, the same party were chiefly instrumental in 
establishing the ‘ llible Society,’ which in the course of the last 
half century, has translated the Scriptm*es into 148 languages, 
and circulated forty-three millions of cojaes. Besides this it has 
so greatly reduced the price of the English Bible, as to bring 
it within the reach of the poorest labourer. Nor is it to 
be reckoned the least merit of this body, that it has promoted 
Christian chatty by forming a bond of union between all sects 
of Protestants.* 

The conspicuous position occupued by these societies, and their 
striking results, have eclipsed in the jmblic view the more 
domestic efforts of their supporters; and the Low Church p^arty 
has been accused of neglecting nearer duties, for the more ex¬ 
citing pursuit of evangelising the antipodes. Yet the charge is 
obviously unfounded; for the very men who were most energetic 
in their endeavours to christianise the world, twere also the 
authors of every scheme devised in the present century for 
christianising; England. They were the first to call attention to 
the fact, that our population had outgrown the religious ma¬ 
chinery provided by the existing pjarochial system of the Church. 
They endeavoured from the beginning, so far as the defective 
state of the law allowed them, to supply this growing population 
with the means of worslnp. The first Diocesan Church Building 


* We wish that we were not obliged to confess that this last 
merit of the Bible Society is too often cancelled by the uncharitable 
abuse of Roman Catholics, which sometimes forms a main topic 
at its meetings. 
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Bishop of^^ester*; and during his episcopate in that^ dktcese, 
he consecrated more than 200 new churches. At a still earlier 
period, Mr. Simeon of Cambridge had spent his whole private, 
fortune in an effort to meet the same evil by a different method. 
He saw that in many of our great towns, myriads were under 
the pastoral cliarge of a single clergyman. In such a positiem 
he knew that the slothful found ample excuse for dping nothing; 
but he knew also that the zealous might do much; and that the 
very sight of a clergyman devoting himself to his work under 
such difficulties would win ®o-operation. Acting on this view 
he purchased the advowsons of many such livings, and vested 
them in trustees. The inhabitants of Bath, Clifton, Bradford, 
and many other places similarly sit-iated, have been thus supjdied 
with a body of laborious ministers; and then’improved conffitiou 
attests the wisdom of the plan. 

With the same end in view, the same party foiirmed tbe 
‘Pastoral Aid Society’ in 1836. It now supports more 
than 300 additional clergy me,i (besides above 100 lay as¬ 
sistants), ministering to a po[)iilation of nearly three million 
souls. Again, at a itill later period, they have attempted to 
reach those godldgs multitudes who, though within ‘ the sound of 
‘ the churcli-going bell,’ are far beyond the sphere of its attrac¬ 
tion. Witli this purpose they liave institute a new ecclesias¬ 
tical order, under the name of ‘ Scripture Readers,’dipawn from the 
same class of society as those to whom they are sent. These 
lay Evangelists are often able to penetrate wliere a clergyman’s 
visit would be repelled; and sometimes their simple earnestness 
triumphs over the logic of Tom Paine and the rhetoric of the 
Sunday newspaper, and wins back family after family of 
baptized heathens to the pale of Christendom. 

These are some of the objefcts effected by the collective exer¬ 
tions of the Evangelical body. But the work they have done 
is not to he measured by these public undertakings. They have 
been still more extensively useful by their private efforts, each 
in his own parish going about doing good, healing the sick, and 
preaching the Gos})el to the poor. It has been by sudi rilent 
laboura that the profound ddf’kneasin w'hich the English peasantry 
W'ere enveloped at the beginning of the century! bas been gra- 

* The General Church Building Society was founded by Sir T. 
Acland, Lord Kenyon, and others, ten years earlier, in 1818; but 
this is supported by public collections under Queen’s Letters, not by 
private efforts. 

t See, for example, Hannah More’s acicount of the state of the 
Somersetshire peasantry, when she began to establish schools among 
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dually dissipated. They were the establishers of Sunday Schools, 
of Infant Schools, and Lending Libraries. By weekly lectures 
in the sequestered hamlets of their parishes, they brought the 
teaching of the Church to the door of the most distant cottage. 
They promoted benefit societies and clothing clubs, and all the 
manifold machinery of parochial benevolence. And by always 
residing on their preferment, they brought the civilising in¬ 
fluence of a resident gentry to bear upon many a village, which 
had been destitute of that advantage for sever^ generations. 

Unhappily, the rapid growth of the towns outstripped their 
efforts, and therefore the results effected have been wholly in¬ 
adequate to the necessities of the time. Yet here, too, they did 
their best; and they were long the only party in the Church 
which attempted to do anything. By the institution of ‘ Dis- 
*trict Visitors,’ they have established the only method of 
parochial organisation which can enable a clergyman to become 
the ministering pastor of congregated myriads. Moreover, they 
have sought out the sailors on our docks, and the diggers on our 
railways, and gathered them together for worship. And they 
have not hesitated to preach in filthy courts and alleys, the 
haunts of vice and infamy, to audiences which could not be 
tempted to listen under any roof but the sky.* 

It is true, that in our own times, these various means of good 
are pursued with equal zeal by other parties in the Church; yet 
we^must not &n. that account forget the debt of gratitude due to 
their originators. It is often said, indeed, that the Evangelical 
body are no longer what they were forty years ago; that they 
have lost their first love, and ceased to do their first works. This 
charge is perhaps not altogether groundless, for their creed has 
now become an hereditary;;system, which must often be adopted 
more from habit than conviction. Yet if we keep in mind the 
distinction to be drawn between genuine ‘ Evangelicalism ’ and its 
two degradations (the exaggerated and the stagnant), we shall 
find that the original type still contributes largely and healthily 
to the religious clement of our national life. Wc have already 

themi In reading it, one can scarcely believe that such barbarism: 
could have existed in England only fifty years ago. It is true that 
the ‘Christian Knowledge Society,’ at the beginning of the 18th cen¬ 
tury, toade some noble efforts in the same direction, and continued to 
do all that was done at all for the religious education of the people till 
recent times. But after the middle of last century, it had fallen into 
languor and decrepitude, from which it did not revive till after tho 
beginning of the present. 

• This open-air preaching has been lately tried with great success- 
by some of the clergy in our large towns, especially at Liverpool. 
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given snfficient proof of its continuous activity in public matters. 
In the more important sphere of private duty it is less easy to 
cite examples, which could not be mentioned without violating 
the modesty of unostentatious merit in secluded 'parsonages. 
But we imagine that most of our readers can supply examples for 
themselveii by looking round among the clergy of their neigh¬ 
bourhood. Such pastors may not perhaps be men of the most' 
comprehensive understanding; not the fittest teachers for inquiring 
minds, nor qualified to refiite the learned infidelity of Strauss or 
Newman. But upon the middle and lower ranks of their 
parishioners, they often haji^e a stronger influence than their more 
intellectual brethren. The attraction of their personal cha¬ 
racter, shown forth in a daily life of self-sacrificing love, 
gradually wins many to righteousness, and turns the hearts of 
the disobedient to the wisdom of the just. The biographies of 
two such men, Hamilton Forsyth and Spencer Thornton, have 
recently been published, and have passed through several editions. 
They both died before middle age, but were no otherwise dis¬ 
tinguished from hundreds of their fellows. They gave them¬ 
selves to the work of their calling, with no great abilities and 
no public notice. Yet those who study the narrative of their 
lives will sec how much they did, by the mere force of unques¬ 
tionable sincerity and personal holiness, during the short time 
in which they were permitted to serve their generation. A third 
biography, equally recent and equally populate with the above 
(that of Mr. Fox the Missionary), represents an adherent of the 
same theological school, but of a less ordipary type. While a 
school-boy at Rugby, he devoted himself in heart to the work 
of converting the heathen. When he had completed his edu¬ 
cation at Oxford, he carried this purpose into exception. Southerp 
India was the scene of his ministrations; and under that burning 
sun in a few years of too eager labours he wore out a strong 
constitution, and came home to die. Yet his life was not thrown 
away, nor do such martyrs ever sacrifice themselves in vain. In 
them is still fulfilled that which was said of old, semen est sanguis 
christianorum. For one w'ho thus falls, many spring up to take 
his place. Henry Fox, himself the follower of Henry Martyn, 
has been already followed by other academic students like-minded 
with himself.* 

But there is no need to dwell on the merits of the dead, nor 
to violate the modesty of private station, in order to disprove the 


* The readers of Dr. Arnold’s life will remember how one of his 
‘ evangelical ’ friends renonneed the comforts of an Oxford fellowship 
to preach the Gospel on the shores of the Carnatic. 
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assertion that the party of Wilberforce, Cecil, and Simeon is 
effete. The notion is sufficiently confuted by living examples 
in the most conspicuous positions. One only we will mention, 
as a type of his class. Dr. Perry, now Bishop of Melbourne, 
began his career by obtaming the highest honours which 
Cambridge can bestow. He was the Senior "VYrai^ler of his 
year, and afterwards obtained a Fellowship of Trinity, and 
resided for some years in his College chambers. In that 
luxurious seat of learning he devoted himself, not to the amuse¬ 
ments of literary leisure, but to alleviating the sufferings and 
caring for the spiritual interests of the destitute and wretched. 
Barnwell, a great suburb of Cambridge, had recently sprung 
up, and then contained 10,000 inhabitants, almost exclusively 
of the very lowest class, and a large proportion of them supported 
by thieving and prostitution. For this population there was 
one small church, which held 200 people, and was endowed 
with 40/. per annum. The incumbent (a man of the old 
echool, now deceased,) utterly neglected his flock, which was in 
a state of as hopeless degradation, spiritual, moral, and physical, 
as it is jiossibie to imagine. Dr. Perry’s first step was to 
purchase the advowson of this living, and to institute a w'orking 
cleigyman. He next built two large churches, and divided the 
overgrown cure into two ecclesiastical districts, each provided 
with its parochial schools, its district visitors, and other appli¬ 
ances of a well jijrganised parish. The second of these he took 
under his own pastoral charge, and refused, for its sake, one of 
the best livings in the diocese, which the Bishop offered him as 
a testimonial of his eminent services to the Church. Soon 
afterwards, the colonial bishopric of Melbourne was pressed 
upon him by the Government of the day. Dr. Perry was 
already a man of established reputation and independent fortune. 
He had everything to lose, and nothing to gain, by accepting 
the offer. Had he acted on selfish principles, he must have 
refused to give up the society of Cambridge, the comforts of 
English civilisation, and the reverential attachment of grateful 
parishioners, and to exchange all this for perpetual exile and 
disheartening labour, far from the seats of all the Muses, among 
the Mammon-seeking and Jacobinical population of a new 
colony. But he was not a man to hesitate, when duty was on 
one side and inclination on the other. All earthly motives 
urged him to remain; but he heard a voice which called him to 
build up the Church of Christ, and graft upon the vigorous 
growth of a new nation the germs of a higher life. That call 
he obeyed, and went forth in the spirit of the patriarchs, ' not 
* knowing whither he went,* And now, from time to time, come 
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the tidings of his steadfast faith and patience triumphing over 
difficulty and prejudice; his unwearied activity; his confirmlt. 
tions in distant settlements; his visitations through the bush; 
and, latterly, of the personal hardships to which he has been 
subjected, lay the sudden metamorphosis of his diocese into the 
gold mine of the world. The last intelligence we have seen of 
him was given by a picture in an Illustrated Newspaper, which 
represented him preaching on the fork of a tree to the gold- 
diggers of Mount Alexander. That picture must have touched 
the hearts of many of his Cambridge pupils, as they remembered 
the happy English home which he had abandoned for such 
a destiny. Who shall say that faith is dead, when such fruits 
of faith are living ? Do men gather grapes of thorns, or figs 
of thistles? 

We deny, then, that the old Evangelical party is effete, 
while it still brings forth children so worthy of their spiritual 
ancestry. Yet at the same time we must confess that its 
strength and vigour is relatively if not positively diminished, 
and that its hold upon the public is less than it was in the last 
generation. This may be accounted for partly by a certain 
narrowness and rigidity in its teaching, which hsis increased as 
its traditional doctrines have become more fixed and technical; 
partly by the almost inevitable tendency of the human mind, 
while contending for truth, to insist that her shield must have 
^oth sides of the same colour; partly also from that neglect of 
theological learning *, with which all parties in tl^e Church are 
chargeable, and for which the blame must rest, not on one or 
the other party, but on the universities and the nation. This 
neglect, and especially the w'ant of critical study of the text of 

* Tlic Evangelical party has been too much devoted to practical 
work to tlank much of Literature. Yet its cliief literary organ, the 
* Christian Observer ’ was at first very ably conducted by Mr. 
Zachary Macaulay. And it has now, after a long interregnum of 
dulness, recovered something of its original character. At present, 
moreover, the party may boast of numbering among its members one of 
the most learned writers of the day, Mr. Goode, who in Jiis own line 
of controversial theology is probably unsurpassed. One reason of the 
neglect of learning in the Church, is that such men are not encouraged 
by Cathedral Pi*eferment, which would set them free from parochial 
cares to follow their true vocation. It is a singular and not 'a credit¬ 
able fact, that Mr. Goode and Mr. Horne, two of the most eminent 
contributors to our scanty stock of theological literature, should both 
be suffered to remain incumbents of London parishes. Wo see, indeed, 
from the Clergy List, that Mr. Horne does hold a Prebend of St. Paul’s, 
one of that class called the laudatur et alget Prebends, worth eleven 
pounds per annum. The Canonries are iu the gift of the Crown. 



284 


Church Parties, 


Oct. 


Scripture, has paved the way for the extravagances of the 
ettreme party which calls itself by the same name, and is by the 
public often confounded with the old Evangelical body. The 
disgust but too justly excited by the eccentric offspring, has 
alienated some reasonable men from the sober-minded parent. 
This exaggeration of Evangelicalism, sometimes called the 
Puritan, sometimes, from its chief organ, the Becordite party, 
we shall now endeavour to describe. 

Its distinctive doctrines are derived from those of the 
Evangelical school, by pushing each of these to extravagant 
consequences. Thus from jusUfication by faith the Becordite 
infers the worthlessness of morality; on conversion by grace he 
builds a system of predestinarian fatalism; from the sole supre¬ 
macy of Scripture he derives tlie dogma of verbal inspiration. 
Under the first head, he teaches not only that faith is the sole 
source of virtue, but that its genuineness must be tested not by 
the works but by the feelings; and faith he defines, not as a 
spiritual affection, but as an assent to the single proposition 

* 1 believe that 1 am saved.’ This, at least, is the definition 
adopted by the more logical members of the party; but the 
majority, repelled by its monstrous consequences, substitute a 
circular definition, which makes faith to be ‘ the belief that one 

* is justified by faith.’ True believers are those only who can 
pronounce the Shibboleth of the sect; and this is the sufficient 
criterion of conversion. Hence results that w'orst of formalisms, 
the substitution of a form of words for the worship of spirit anfl 
of truth. Even at the hour of death, when other delusions are 
dispelled, this reigns triumphant. The dying sinner, if his 
blanched lips can mutter the prescriptive phrase, is dismissed 
undoubtingly to paradise. The dying saint, if he has not 
rehearsed the formula, is consigned to an uncovenanted doom. 
No matter though his life have been spent in the laboUfl% of an 
apostle—though his last words breathe trust and love—his 
case is considered doubtful, if not desperate, if he has not 
recited the magic words * I believe that 1 am justified by faith.’ 
To prove ,that this is no exaggerated view, we quote the 
judgment of the party, (as expressed in their chief organ) on 
the death-bed of Arnold. * Did he ’ (says the critic) ‘ even 

* in death, rest intelligently and clearly on that fundamental 

* doctrine, [justification by faith] on which Luther declared the 

* Gospel turned, and whosoever denieth which is not to be 
‘accounted, in the words of Cranmer, for a Christian man. 

* We cannot sat. It does not appear.’* To appreciate 

* ‘ Record,’ Feb. 3. 1845. The article goes on to express a chari¬ 
table hope that Arnold’s faith secured his personal safety. But con- 
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fully the superstition of this, it must be remembered that 
Arnold was a conspicuous defender of the doctrine of justifica¬ 
tion by faith; so that the doubt of his salvation is caused by 
his failing to go through a certain verbal form in his dying 
agonies. What heathen incantation, what n^o fetish-worship, 
can be more unspiritual than this idolatry of a Shibboleth ? 

The same formalism which leads to this rigid enforcement of 
a peculiar phraseology, leads also to a superstitious fear of ethical 
exhortation. If a preacher of the School ventures to enforce 
morality at all, he does it in a style the modt timid and hesi¬ 
tating ; and begins by apologising to his hearers for seeming to 
limit the freedom of the Gospel, and by explaining that his object 
is not so much to exhort them to holiness, as to convince them 
of helplessness. If he begs them to abstain from evil, it is only 
because the commission of sin will ‘ cloud the clearness of their 
* assurance.’ Moreover, he is careful to destroy all the cogency 
of his expostulations, by explaining that sin cannot affect the 
safety of a believer, for * the sins of believers are forgiven even 
‘ before their commission.* On the other hand, if a man be not 
a * believer,’ his virtues are nothing better than ‘splendid sins.’* 
Hence the very ideas of right and wrong have no meaning beyond 
the limits ofi the sect; and within its boundaries they would 
have as little, .but that man’s conscience is stronger than his 
logic. Thus the very preachers who proclaim the * imputed 
‘ righteousness’ of the most sinful believer, seldom proceed to 
the conclusion of the Antinomian,—‘Let us continue in sin 
w. that grace may abound.’ 

The belief in Predestination, which we have mentioned as 
the second article of their faith, does not indeed belong distinct- 

dudes with warning its readers against adopting his opinions lest they 
should ‘perceive, when too late, the truth of the closing words of 
‘ Bunyan’s Pilgrim’s Progress, “ then I saw that there was a way to hell 
‘ “ even from the gates of heaven^ as. well as from the city of die- 

* struction.” * 

* The Rccordite party justify this assertion by appealing to the 
13th Article, which declares that ‘works done before grace have tlie 

* nature of sin.’ But this proposition, if interpreted in the Puritanic 
sense, would contradict the inspired declaration, that the prayers and 
aims of the heathen Cornelius were acceptable to God (Acts x. 4. and 
35.). Tlie true meaning of the Article is only that Divine Grace and 
Human Goodness are coextensive; so that where there is, no Grace 
there is no Goodness, and, conversely, that wheresoever there is Good¬ 
ness there is Grace.^ Thus the vfttues of Socrates are not denied, but. 
only ascribed to their true source. Whereas in the Puritanic view 
(which unhappily was adopted by some of the continental Reformers) 
they are denied to be virtues at alland thus the very foundations of 
all religious evidence, the axiomatic ideas of morality, are cut away. 
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ively to them. It is shared by many sects, not only of Chris¬ 
tians but of heathens. Greek philosophers and Turkish mollahs 
have adopted the same solution of the same insoluble problem. 
It would be the extremest presumption peremptorily to deny 
the theoretical truth of that solution; nor is it less presumptuous 
peremptorily to affirm it. The question is left undecided by 
Scripture, and cannot be decided by Keason. But, whatever 
may be thought of fatalism as a speculative theory, it is evident 
(as Butler has taught us) that men must act as if such a theory 
were false. HcnCe it would seem to follow that exhortations 
meant to influence action, should not put it prominently forward.* 
This rule is systematically violated by the most popular preachers 
of the Recordite party, who obtrude their own views of these 
impenetrable mysteries as certain truth, and deduce consequences 
from them which shock the elementary ideas of morality. They 
address their hearers as divided into two classes by an impass¬ 
able, though invisible, line of demarcation. Those on one side 
are predestined from eternity to salvation; those on the other 
are doomed before their birth to reprobation.f The ‘ Church’ 
consists of the former only, though many of them are now living 
in vice; for they will all, sooner or later, receive that ‘ effectual 
‘ calling,’ which will irresistibly eompel them to in* * § The 
notion of a Visible Church is (according** to preachers) a 

ffilsity; all who do not belong to their * Invisible Church ’ are 
without the pale of salvation. Hence their opposition to those 
parts of the Anglican liturgy which teach that * all who profess 
‘ and call themselves Christians ’ are admitted to all the privi-# 
leges of the Catholic Church.:): The majority of their fellow- 
Cliristians are collectively stigmatised as ‘ the world which lieth 
* in wickedness.’ And so great is their horror of this Christian 
world, that, being compelled in the course of the Sunday Lessons 
to r^d the declarations that ‘ God loved the world,’ and that 
our Lord ‘ came to save the world,’ some of them have been 
even known to interpolate an explanation on the 8pot.§ 


* Archbishop Sumner’s work on ‘Apostolical Preaching’ contains 
some excellent remonstrances against preaching predestination. If 
all who profess to look up to him with %’eneration would follow his 
advice and example, there would be but feW Recordites. 

f The word ‘ reprobation ’ is however seldom heard; and the 
doctrine, though always implied, is seldom distinctly preached. 

I A clergyman of this party in Devonshire was not long since 
suspended by the C-ourt of Arches for refusing to read the Baptismal 
servioe without mutilation. 

§ Within the last few years there was a clergyman in Leicestershire 
who used to read such passages thus: ‘ God so loved the elect,’ ‘I came 

‘ not to judge the elect, but to save the elect,’ &c. 
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From the same theory they derive conclusions concerning the 
Divine attributes which are peculiarly offensive to the human 
conscience. For this very reason they delight in proclaiming 
such tenets, because they consider their rejection a proof of 
mail’s natural hostility to Ged. They assert (for example) that 
the sole object of the Creator and Redeemer was, not to 
promote the happiness of his creatures, but to increase his own 
glory. It would be blasphemous to state the consequences of 
such a view in its bearing on the axiomatic truth that the per¬ 
fection of man is to be sought in a moral resemblance to God. 
Hence, also, they infer that it is the highest attainment of 
Christian grace to delight in contemplating the execution of 
Divine vengeance on the wicked.* 

The third cornerstone of the Recordite creed, is the dogma 
of ‘ Verbal Inspiration.’ The Bible is regarded, not as a col- 
lectioin of books written by men under Divine guidance, but as 
a single book, dictated in every word and letter by God himself. 
This theory, avowedly opposed to the primd facie evidence of 
Scripture itself, is maintained by the d priori argument, that if 
we once introduce the slightest uncertainty into Scripture, we 
are left without any sure guide at all; the precise ground on 
which Romanists defend Papal infallibility. In accordance 
with this asgj i’iptioj-i every casual allusion in Scripture to a 
fact of histoi^, geology, or astronomy, however unconnected 
with religion, must be literally and infallibly accurate. By these 
dogmatists (says Bishop Hall) ‘ every point of heraldry in the 
sacred genealogies is made matter of no less thali life and death 
to the soul.’t Hence they are compelled to resort to the most 
arbitrary and unscrupulous misinterpretations, either violently 
wresting Scripture to make it accord with facts, or denying facts 
which they cannot reconcile with Scripture. From the principle 
which they assume, the condemnation of Galileo for affirming 
the earth's motion, follows as an inevitable consequence.^ From 


* We were once listening to an eloquent preacher who enforced this 
doctrine, and quoted the standard illustration of Agag—‘We must 
‘ attain, iny brethren, to the same grace with Samuel, who hewed Agag 
‘ in pieces before tlic Lord; ’ w.hcn a friend af our side whispered, with 
great energy, ‘ I have attained it, I have attained it: I could chop 
‘ tlie preacher into mince-meat with pleasure.’ 
t Hall’s Occasional Meditations. 

j The earliest instance we have met with of this tlieoiy is mentioned 
in Montucla’s History of Mathematics. When first the true doctrine 
of the Multiplication of Fractions was taught, a Spanish friaf wrote 
against it, alleging that it was heretical to assert that Multiplication 
by a Fraction diminished the Multiplicand, because Scripture had 
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the same premises it is inferred that each book in the Bible is 
equally vieduable to the Christian^ and that the only distinction 
between the Old Testament and the New is their difference of 
bulk. Hence the Old Testament, containing four times as 
many pages as the New, should be four times as much studied. 
We do not know that this proposition has been arithmetically 
stated by the Kecordite School, but it is practically acted on.* 
By a strange paradox, the very party which in its phraseology 
most magnifies the Gospel and disparages the Law, practically 
raises the Mosaic dispensation above the Christian. It is essen¬ 
tially a Judaizing party. The characters on which it dwells 
most fondly, the ordinances to which it clings most passion¬ 
ately, are the characters and the ordinances of Judaism. Its 
models of Christian life are the Jewish Patriarchs. Indeed, 
the religion of some members of this party seems to consist 
solely in love of Jews and hatred of Papists. Their favourite 
Society is that which professes to be founded for the Conversion 
of Israelites to Christianity, but which too often acts as a Propa-* 
ganda for converting Christians to Judaism.f It spends vast 
sums in sending emissaries over the country who diffuse Judaic 
views of Scripture, and proclaim the spiritual inferiority of 
the Gentile to the Jew. Those glorious prophecies of the re¬ 
storation of Israel, and the blessedness of the new Jerusalem, 
which have their fulfilment (according to the teaching of St. 
Paul) in the destinies of the Christian Church, are applied by 
these propagandists to the carnal seed of Abraham, to the pawn¬ 
brokers of Moiftnouth Street, and the slop-sellers of St. Giles’s. 
Nay, some of the most eminent leaders of the party seek even to 
revive the, ordinance of circumcision; and their most popular 

said ‘Increase and multiply,’ and thereby had made MuHiplieatimi 
equivalent to Augmentation. Specimens of modern absurdity, quite 
equal to this, may be found embedded in that rich conglomerate, the 
Appendix to the 5th Edition of Professor Sedgwick’s ‘ Discourse on 
‘ the Studies of Cambridge.’ 

* Good old Mr. Bomaine (a Recordite before the Record) came very 
near the arithmetical statement. His mode of reading the Bible was 
to begin at the first chapter of Genesis, till he reached the last of 
Revelations, and then to begin with Genesis again. Thus he read 
four pages of the old Testament for one of the New, 

f The faults of this society are not in its design, but in its manage¬ 
ment ; and we must acknowledge that th ey are redeemed by one 
great merit, viz. its co-operation in the establishment of the Jerusalem 
bishoprick, the most truly catholic deed ev er done by the Church of 
England, whereby she has given the hand of fellowship to the Pro? 
testants of Germany on one side, and the Greek, Syrian, and Coptic 
churches on the other. 
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writer, the late Charlotte Elizabeth) published a pamphlet ad¬ 
dressed to Bishop Alexander (the first English Bishop of Jeru- 
salem), exhorting him to iuforce the observance of this rite upon 
his sons.* 

But the most conspicuous example of Judaizing tendencies in 
the party, is furnished by their Sabbatarian views. In defiance 
of the clearest expressions of Scripture—in defiance of the 
universal consent of all foreign churches. Catholic and Pro¬ 
testant—in defiance of the express declarations of the Reformers 
—but in accordance with the tradition of the Scotch and 
English Puritans—they teach that the Christian Lord’s Day is 
identical with the Jewish Sabbath. Nay, they require that it 
should be observed with a stern severity unknown even to the 
Mosaic ritual. The effect of snch an observance upon those 
who submit to it for conscience’ sake, is, we freely own, most 
beneficial. Nor does it differ materially from that observance 
of the day whidi is the highest privilege of the Christian. 
Those who know how much wc need every help to raise our 
thoughts above the turmoil of the world, will feel thankful that 
they arc permitted to rest from earthly cares and amusements 
on the Sunday. They will be ready to exclaim with Herbert,— 

* O Day most calm, most bright, 

llie fruit of this, the next world’s bnd, 

The week were dark but for thy light. ’ 

But the Puritans have always enforced this relfgious privilege 
of the advanced Christian, as if it had been a command com¬ 
pulsory upon all men. And they have enforced it, moreover, 
in its negative and prohibitory aspect; where they could, by 
penal laws; everywhere by damnatory denunciations. Thou¬ 
sands are thus alienated from piety, by associating it from their 
earliest childliood w’ith a day of gloom and restriction, imposed 
upon them by arbitrary force. As one example among a 
hundred of the method pursued by this party to repel children 
from religion, we will quote the following hymn * for Saturday 
night,’ from a popular collection of devotional poetry: — 

* Haste, put your playthings all av^ay, 

To-morrow is the Sabbath day. 


■j" ‘ Israel’s Ordinances, a Letter to the Bishop of Jerusalem.’ The 
Bishop was a Jewish convert, and the substance of the pamphlet is 
contained in the following paragraph. ‘ Call you what we will, my 
* Lord, you are a Jew, a circumcised Jew. My dear Loi d, bear with 
‘ me, while I respectfully and affectionately put once more the queiy 
— u'iiy are not your sons also Jews ? ’ 

VOL. XCVIII. NO. CC. U 



Church PartxRSi 


Oct. 


290 


• Come bring to me joor NoaJi’a ark, 

Your pretty tinkling music-cart. 

Because, my love, you must not play, 

But holy keep the Sabbath day. 

^ Bring me yout German village, please, 

With all its houses, gates, and trees; 

Your waa;en doll with eyes of blue. 

And all her tea-things bright and new. 

Because, you know, you most not play. 

But love to keep the Sabbath day. 

‘ Now take your Sunday pictures down, 

King David with his harp and crown. 

Good little Samuel on his knees. 

And many pleasant sights like these. 

Because, you know, you must not play, 

But love to keep the Sabbath day.’* 

To such wcU-mcant coaxing, the child replies bluAtly, ‘ I 
‘ don’t like Sunday pictures, Ma; I like my doll.’ And on being 
scolded for this, and taunted with the example of Samuel, if it 
is a very naughty child it exclaims, * I hate that nasty little 
‘ Samuel! ’ Whereupon a whipping terminates the controversy, 
A somewhat similar poem is sung in many Infant Schools, which 
should be entitled ‘ The Infant’s Reasons for hating Sunday.’ 
It begins thus: 

*We must not play on Sunday; 

* But we niay play on Monday, 

On Tuesday and on Wednesday, 

On Thursday, Friday, Saturday, 

Till Sunday comes again. 

‘ We must not laugh on Sunday; 

But we may laugli on Monday,* 

&c. &c. (as before). 

We may laugh (on Monday) at these absurdities, but the 
results of such folly are often no laughing matter. The child 
is father of the man; and a childhood thus trained too often 
fathers a mai^ood of impiety. Yet it is not on those who can 
be constrained, whether by force or by persuasion, to Sabbati.''C, 
that dm bad effects are most serious. The real sufferers arc 
the working millions, whom Nature, shut out by steam-engine 
and spinning-jenny during the week, draws forth upon the day 
of rest, to refresh their lungs with purer air, and their eyes and 
hearts with gazing on the unspoiled works of their Creator. Re¬ 
ligion is too often known to these multitudes in the Puritan form 


* ‘ Rhymes for my Children’, by Mrs. Duncan. 
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alone. They have been taught by their spiritual guides, both 
Episcopalian and Dissenting, that it is * Sabbath-breaking’to look 
upon green fields and running brooks; and that Sabbath-break¬ 
ing is as great a sin as drunkenness or fomicatipn. Thus their 
Sunday pleasures, in themselves so innocent, are turned into guilt. 
Being placed under the ban of religion, they become reckless of 
her restraints. As they are Sabbath-breakers already, they 
think they may as well be drunkards too. And when, upon 
the wings of steam, they hSIre left the smoky town far behind, 
they vary their excursions by a visit, not to the rural church 
(whither, by wiser treatment, they might easily have been won), 
but to the road-side ale-house. Thus the masses are brutalised 
and degraded by the attempt to raise them prematurely to a 
high degree of spiritual advancement. 

Such are the main points in the theoretical system of this 
extreme school. We must remember, however, that a man 
may agree in some of these opinions, and yet be no genuine 
Kecordite. To make him such, he must combine his creed with 
the proper amount of ignorance and intolerance, and must enforce 
it in a damnatory spirit. Of this latter quality a few speci¬ 
mens will suffice, out of the ample supply afforded by the re¬ 
cognised organ of the party. Take the following as a sample 
of rhe mode of silencing an opponent: ‘Of all this wc may 
‘say to Mr. Gre&ley,*as Christian says to Ignorance in Pil- 
‘ grim’s Progress, the workimj of which faiths l^erceivet poor 
‘ Ignorance, ihov art ignorant of. As to this person going on 
‘ to describe the errors of men of Evangelical principles, 
‘ * * * * the propriety of such criticisms from such a quarter 
‘ is that of a man blind from his birth discoursing on the 
‘ ocular mistakes of those who have sight.’* In the same 
spirit the Crystal Palace question is thus settled: ‘ It is sur- 
‘ prising that any animal, with a head of a higher order than a 
‘ Chimpanzee, sliould pronounce it innocent to open a place for 
‘ public worldly amusement on the Sabbath.’f The satne 
paper, after lamenting the fact that all English railways run 
trains on Sunday, denounces the shareholders as follows: ‘ The 
‘ consciences of the shareholders and directors appear to be 
‘seared. We are tempted to ask, where can such men live? 
‘ What religion do they profess ? Are they Jews ? Are they 
‘ Infidels ? Do they ever enter a church.’’]; 

This intolerance, however, proceeds not from a bad heart, but 


* Remarks on Mr. Greslfey, reprinted from the * Record ’ news¬ 
paper, p. 18. 

t Rccoid, Nov. 19. 1352. 


J Record, Dec. 6. 1852. 
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from lack of knowledge and feebleness of mind. Dr. Arnold 
has justly described their literary organ as *a true specimen of 
*the party, with their infinitely little minds, disputing about 

* anise and cummin, when heaven and earth are CiMning 

* togretheraround them.”* And he derfines an ‘ Evangelieal’ of 
this class to be * a good Christian, with a low understanding, a 

* bad education, and ignorance of the world.’f The only ob¬ 
jection to this definition is that their ignorance is not limited 
to worldly affairs, but extends im^si’tially to things sacred and 
profane. It cannot, indeed, be fully understood except by those 
who have had the privilege to ‘sit under’ thirty or forty 
Recordite preachers. Yet, from time to time, specimens are 
brought before the public, which cast a light upon the depths 
below. Our readers probably have not forgotten the amuse¬ 
ment excited by the singular mistake of one leader of the party, 
who ’denounced Lord John Russell from his pul[)it, as the* 
author of ‘Russell’s Modem Europe.’ We have ourselves 
heard a chief pillar of the same school explain the Descent mt» 
Hell to mean the Incarnation ; and this blunder was rejieated in 
several sermons. To give instances of their misinterpretation of 
Sculpture, their desperate dislocation of text from context, and 
the cruel wrongs done to grammar in the struggle, would be an. 
instructive task. But we abstain from undertaking it, lest we 
should unintentionally connect ludicrvuis images with holy 
words. 

Such ignoftince is often accompanied by a want of taste* 
equally deplorable. This shows itself conspicuously in the 
grotesque buffooneries of i)latform oratory. But its most pain¬ 
ful'manifestation, is the irreverence with which even the most 
sacred names and persons arc treated in the pulpit. For the 
reason above given, we will not dwell upon this topic. As an 
example of our meaning it,will be sufficient to mention tho 
single fact, that a leader of the party lately travestied the 
solemn language wherein Scripture proclaims the coming of the 
Lord to judgment and applied it (by changing the word Kxn^ 
into Prince) to describe the visit of Prince Albert to Liver¬ 
pool.! 

* Arnold’s Life, p. 22u. t Ibid. p. 221. 

! Tlic lolkA\ing is the advertisement of the sermon referred to: — 
‘Eviny Eif “^uall sek Him, or, Prince Albirfs Visit to Lvoer~ 
*pool ustd in illustration of the second Coming of Christ. A Sermon, 

* by the Bev. H. M'Neilc, London, Hatcliaid.* An adaptation of the 
passace of Isai. li (xxxiii. 17), ‘ Thine ege shall see the King in His 
‘ heauUj' ia introduced into this sermon, wl ere Prince is sub'titutcd 
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But we must hasten from the preaching of our modem 
Puritans to their practice. Their theory naturally leads them 
to neglect the mass of their parishioners, and^ponfine their 
attention to the few whom they regard as the elect. More¬ 
over, their view of tlie ministerial oificc makes preaching its 
only essential function. An Irish prelate (who is, wo beUeve, 
the only bishop belonging to the party) enforces, this view in a 
recent visitation charge. lie tells his clergy that they must 
not scruple to omit their visits to the sick and poor, if by so 
doing they can give greater force to their hebdomadal perform¬ 
ance in the pulpit.* It is not wonderful that such a precept 
should be willingly obeyed. For it is a much easier task to sit 
in a comfortable study beside a blazing fire, than to trudge in 
sleet and snow through miry lanes; a much more agreeable 
duty to lounge over a volume of Divinity in an easy chair, than 
to kneel beside the filthy bed of a dying pauper. 

But, in truth, a Kecorditc clergyman is out of his clement in a 
parish. When he has one, indeed, he often labours most consci¬ 
entiously among his parishioners; but the parochial system, with 
its practical recognition of the universal brotherhood of Christians, 
cannot be made to square with his theological exclusiveness. What 
he likes is, not a Parish, but a Congregation. The possession of 
a chapel in a large town, which he may fill with his own disciples, 
is his ideal of clerical usefulness. The kind of post desired is 
continually described in the advertising columns of the * Kecord.’ 
Here is one example out of many. *A Clergylhan M,A, of 

* evangelical views desires a sole charge in some town sphere of 
‘ usefulness. Advertiser sets forth zealously and faitlfully the 

* whole counsel of God, and preaches unwrittxn sermons, His 

* qualifications being of rather a high order, a suitable stipend 

* required. Also, as he is a BACHELOR, the advantage of good 
‘ society desirable. Address L, L. B, at the office of the Record* 
The above gentleman makes no invidious distinction between 
one town and another; but the following is more particular, 

for King. In a faithful picture of the Becordite party, it ib iinpossible 
not to refer to its ablcbt leader. But in doing so we are anxious to 
say that although, in this and some other instances, we think him 
blaniable, yet we believe him to be a tlioroughly sincere and honest 
man, and to have done much good by the great influence which his 
eloquence has given him over the second town in the kingdom. 

* See Ctiarge of the Bishop of Ossory, pp. 25, 26. 

f The latter part of this advertisement is so strong, that wre at first 
thought it must be a hoax. But its genuineness vyqs acknowledged 
by the ' Becord ’ itself, in answer to a correspondent who attacked it. 
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and requires a London audience. * The Advertiser having been 
* foundy under God, very successful in preaching the doctrines of 

• * Grace, would he glad in meeting another Metropolitan sphere. 

' He has a powerful voice, an earnest delivery, and a style if 
‘ preaching best suited to an educated and enlightened audience.^ * 
.It would be unfair to estimate the general character of the, 
Rccordite clergy by these advertisements, but they show the 
nature of the * sphere ’ most coveted. In fact, few positions 
are, in a worldly point of view, more enviable than that of the 
popular incumbent of a town chapel. No vestry patriots vex his 
meditative moments; no squabbles with tithe-abhorring farmers 
disturb his sleep. When he looks round him from his pulpit, his 
glance is not met, like that of the parochial clergyman, by the 
stare of stolidity or indifference; but he beholds a throng of 
fervent worshippers who haug upon his lips, and whose very 
presence as voluntary members of his congregation is a pledge 
of their personal attachment to himself. There is something 
not merely soothing to vanity, but animating to the better" parts 
of his nature, in such a spectacle. The zealous man must feel 
his zeal quickened, the pious his piety warmed, by such evidence 
of sympathy ; and among the Recordite clergy, men of zeal and 
piety are not lacking. But, besides these advantages, he is 
exempted from all the more burdensome responsibilities of 
the pastoral charge. Ilis flock consists exclusively of the 
wealthy or easy classes, so that the painful task of attempting 
to enlighten brutal ignorance, and to raise degraded pauperism, 
is not among his duties. Even if a local district has nominally 
been attached to his chapel, its j)oor inhabitants form no part of 
1^8 congregation, or, at most, only a straggling representative of 
their class lurks here and there, behind the pulpit, or beneath 
the organ. The duties of such a district, if there be any, arc 
performed by the Curate, who reads the prayers and is kept ‘ to 
‘ serve tables’ while the incumbent devotes himself to ‘the 
‘ ministry of the Word.’ 

His ministry consists essentially in preaching two extempore 
sermons on the Sunday. But there are other duties incidentally 
pertaining to his office. One of the most important is that of 
attending at the evening parties of his wealthier adherents. 

‘ These social meetings are, indeed, among the most character¬ 
istic phenomena of the sect. In them we can best study its 
peculiar phraseology, and some of its most curious etiquettes 
and observances. The principal topics discussed in such as- 


* Record, Oct. 25. 1852. 
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semblies are the merits and demerits of different preaehers, 
the approaching restoration of the Jews, the date ■ of the 
Millennium, the progress of the ‘ Tractarian heresy,* and the 
anticipated ^perversion’ of High Church neighbours. These 
subjects are canvassed in a dialect differing considerably from 
common English. The words ^faithfulj ^tainted,' ‘ acceptable* 

* decided^ * legal* and many others, are used in a technical 
sense. We hear that Mr. A. has been more * owned* than 
Mr. B., and that Mr. C. has more ‘ seals ’* than Mr. D. Again, 
the word * gracious * is invested with a meaning as extensive as 
that attached by young ladies to ‘ nice* Thus we hear of 'a 

* gracious sermon,’' a gracious meeting,’ * a gracious child,’ and 
even ‘ a gracious whipping.’ f The word ‘ dark * has also a new 
and peculiar usage. It is applied to every person, book, or 
place, not impregnated with Recordite principles. We once 
were witnesses of a ludicrous misunderstanding resulting from 
this phraseology. ‘ What did you mean ’ (said A. to B.) * by 

‘ telling me that-was such a very dark village? 1 rode 

‘ over there to-day, and found the street particularly broad and 
‘ cheerful, and there is not a tree in the place.’ ‘ The Gospel is 

* not there,* was B.’s laconic reply. 

In such conversation the evening wears away, not without 
instruction to the stranger who is initiated into these mysteries 
for the first time. At length, when he is preparing +c depart, 
a rustling of gowns announces a general change of position; and 
suddenly the scattered chairs range themselves in a great semi¬ 
circle, radiating from a central table, at vAich the clerical hero 
of the feast is seated. The fatal truth flashes upon the stranger’s 
mind. An ‘ expositioii is about to begin, and he is doomed to 
sit it out. The minute-hand of the timepiece opposite must 
traverse three-fourths of its circle, before that lengthened torture 
ceases. And then there follows a scene yet more painful to 
every right feeling; a bye-play of complimentary etiquette 
between the clergy present, accompanied by polite pressing and 

* A preacher is said in this phraseology to be ‘ owned ’ when he 
makes many converts, and his converts are called his ‘seals.* 

f We are told of the hero of a recent biography that ‘ He gratfefully 

* recorded the history of his own correction, and blessed the vigour 
‘ which had sumetjutes used the rod. In his father’s chastening of him 
‘ when a little child, he consid^ed there had been a skUl, and a secret of 
‘p'roc’ioMS influence, which all his fond affection could never repay.’ 
(Metnoir of Forsyth, p. 4.) We have mentioned this book above with 
deserved respect: we may therefore venture to express regret that 
its excellent writer should occasionally fall into this sort of phraseology. 
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coquettish refusals of the request urged bj one upon another to 
offer the concluding prayer.* 

But these evening assemblies are not the only amusements 
permitted by the party. They are often pitied as the doomed 
victims of ennui; for it is supposed that the absence of balls and 
races, cards and theatres, games of chance and tales of fiction, 
must render existence insupportable. Yet, even when they are 
destitute of higher objects, their life is by no menus so colourless 
as is imagined. Novels and fairy-tales, it is true, are forbidden 
luxuries; but their place is abundantly supplied by the romantic 
fictions daily issuing from the Prophetic Press.! The imagin¬ 
ation, cut down to the roots on one side, only pushes forth more 
vigorous shoots in another direction. Nor is variety wanting to 
this literature; for no two writers agree in their predictions, 
and some new history of futurity is published monthly. 

Again, it is a popular delusion that the Eecordites arc excluded 
from public amusements. Notliing can be more contrary to the 
fact. Paces indeed, and theatres, they abjure; and good reasons 
may be urged for the abjuration; but public meetings and plat¬ 
form orators fill up the vacant space. Nor are these accessible 
only to the Londoner, or confined to the area of Exeter Hall. 
The religious world of every manufacturing town and watering- 
place has its fashionable season, when the secondary stars of 
London shoot down from their metropolitan sphere, to glitter 
on the provincial boards. Then follow morning meetings in 
the rotunda, afifl evening gatherings in the amphitheatre; Pro¬ 
testant breakfasts and the wish luncheons; lectures here, addresses 
there, and speech!fication everywhere'. Day after day, while 
fathers and husbands are busy in the counting-house, maids and 
matrons struggle for proximity to the platform. Their patient 
zeal is rewarded by the grateful orators with allusions compli¬ 
mentary and facetious, contrasting strangely with the solemn 
themes on which they arc grafted, f On these occasions the 

* We trust that nothing we liave here said will he considered as 
implying an objection to the practice of ending the social meetings of 
Christians with common prayer. We only deprecate the faults which 
tend to bring that practice into disesteera. 

t Tlie fertility of the Prophetic Press may be estimated from the 
fact, that, besides innumerable treatises and pamphlets, it sends forth 
several regular periodicals, of which the ‘ Christian Ladies* Magazine,* 
the ‘Quarterly Journal of Prophecy’ and the ‘Prophetic Herald’ 
have, we believe, the largest circulation. 

I The following specimen from the ‘ Eecord ’may suffice: *The*jiohle 
*Jord^ in order to show the good which might be effected by those young 
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Jewish Society generally attracts the largest audience; nor is 
this surprising, when we remember the sex which furnishes the 
majority of the hearers. For where can curiosity find richer 
gratification than that supplied by this prophetic propaganda. 
Their hill of fare includes the immediate approach of the Bed 
Dragon; the achievements of Gog and Magog; a fresh ‘ dis- 
‘ covery’ of the Lost Tribes (sometimes in the valleys of 
Kurdistan, sometimes in the plains of Timbuctoo*); a new and 
accurate account of the battle of Armageddon; apd a picture of 
the subversion of Omar’s Mosque by an array' of israelites 
marching from the Seven Dials. Such is the food provided for 
that love of Jews which distinguishes' the sect. Kor is less 
ample provision made for their other ruling passion, the hatred 
of Papists. For its gratification, the Reformation Society 
meets in the subscription-rooms. There subtle calculators an¬ 
nounce a new solution of the number of the beast; there Pro¬ 
testant rhetoricians rekindle the flames of Smithfield in many a 
gentle bosom; there the dungeons of the Inquisition are once 
more flung open to the light of day; and there the Chaste 
eloquence of Father Achilli expatiates on the abuses of the con¬ 
fessional, and details with biographical fidelity every abomination 
of the Scarlet Woman. * 

The extravagances and buffooneries which too often* disfigure 
these public meetings, are perhaps unavoidable excrescences of a 
system which is itself a necessary evil. For it is said, and we 
fear truly, that without these periodical display^ it would be 
impossible to raise the requisite funds for religious or charitable 
objects. It is a farther cause of regret that it should be needful 
to spend so large a part of the income thus contributed in the 
mere work of collection; and that so little of this service should 
be the free-will offering of Christian love. In fact, the whole 


‘ ladies about to be'married, related an anecdote of a lady who, during 

* the existence of the Anti- Corn-law League, refused to marry her suitor 
‘ until he became a subscriber to its funds. Of course such an obstacle 

* as that did not stand long in the way, although the gentleman did not 

* approve of the Association. And if the young ladies present would 

* follow a similar course with respect to the Ragged School Union^ they 

* would speedily increase its income to a considerable extent! We 
purposely suppress the name of the noble speaker, as it is not other¬ 
wise known to the Public; and we are anxious not to give needless 
pain to private feelings. 

• It was our fortune once to hear one of these Judaizers advocate the 
notion that the ‘ Lost Tribes * are identical with the Saxons, on the 
ground that Saxon is an abridgment of Isaac's son. 
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machinery anti getting up of these societies has become far too 
much a mere matter of trade.* 

No doubt it is inevitable that when a party grows powerful 
in numbers and in wealth, it should attract retainers who join 
it rather from love of Mammon than from love of God. But 
this general truth is exemplified in a manner peculiarly painful 
among the adherents of the Recorditc sect. We can scarcely 
look down a column of the Kccord without stumbling on the 
manifesto of some religious speculator, who is bent on turning 
godliness' into gain. Conspicuous among these offenders are 
the clerical ad^renturers, some of whose advertisements we have 
already quoted. Next to these, governesses aud tutors furni^I^ 
the largest proportion of this mercenary class. As a si)ecimen 
of the former, we may take the lady whose wishes are recorded 
as follows: Wanted^ by a middle-arfcd Indy^ an active and 
‘ useful situation in a serious family, where her sercices loould he 

* considered EQUIVALENT TO uemuneration. a sanctified 
‘ taste for literature would he valued, hut opportunities of pro- 
‘ nioting the interests of the kingdom of God would he nmeh 
‘ preferred.^ This lady must surely be related to the author of 
the following; ‘ To Godly Parents. A lady of practical 

* PIETY, opposed to Truetariauism, loishes to meet a Godly family 

‘ desiring to bring up their rhUdreu in the way they should go. 
c * ♦ * ifi^^rsiiED lar pupils without the aid of 

‘ Toasters, and is thirtg-five years of aye.^\ These ladies arc 
rivalled by thf young gentleman who thus expresses his am¬ 
bitious aspirations: ‘'J"o Christian Noblemen. A young 

* man desires to enter a decidedly pious family as resident tutor. 

* His whole aim will be to train his young charge in heart and life 

* to the Lord. He teaches the Classics.^ Schoolmistresses are 
equally eager to attract the patronage of the party. In the 
older editions of the late Mrs. Sherwood’s religious tales, one 
was frequently interrupted at the crisis of the narrative by a 
fly-leaf interpolated between the ])ages, which contained a 
glowing description of an * establishment for the education of 
‘ young ladies,’ kept by the authoress; reminding one of the 

* From the following advertisement it would really seem as if 
Beligious Societies were sometimes got up in the same spirit as 
Kailway Companies. ‘ To Remoious and Benevolent Societies. 
‘ A gentleman of high standing in address and knowledge in getting up, 

* conducting, and corresponding with the public in aid of charitable 
‘ msHiutions, is desirous of meeting with a confidential engagement, in 
‘ the dbove capacity, either in town or country.' (Record, Oct. 14,1852.) 

t Record, Nov. 25. 1852. "I: Record, Oct. 11. 1852. 
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Italian Improvisator!, who send round their hat before the cata¬ 
strophe of their 8tor}^ More recently, another lady of the same 
profession has adopted a more original mode of making known 
her merits, by publishing a treatise upon ‘ Christian Marriage,’ 
wherein she describes her mode of ins^ucting her young charge 
in ^e art of love.* Bookmakers also of every description make 
their profit out of the simplicity of the religious public, and 
adopt every advertising device to enhance the value of their 
wares. One of the most offensive we have seen, is the following 
])uff of a tract called ‘ The Sinner’s Friend.’ The writer, after 
telling us that'eleven hundred thousand copies’*of his book 
have been already sold, goes on as follows: ‘ •personal kind^ 
‘ ness of the deservedly revered Archbishop to the author, far 
‘ exceeds the power of the most yhrt tiny language to express, hut may 
‘ well be understood by those who have tasted its sweetness and en- 
‘ courayement^^ Another characteristic notice is that which 
.iiinounces the merits of * The Layman’s Prayer-book.’ ‘ Jt is 

* altired^ sa^s the author, ^ so .slightly from that you now tise, 
‘ as to be perfectly adaptid for use in churches by the congrega- 

* tarn, while the minister is reading Jroni thi present one; yet it is 
‘ altered sufficicTitly to avoid un.scripfnral and unprotrstant doc- 
‘ trines. Hill you buy my little booh, brother ? Will you take 
‘ it until you to church t ’ Besides these literary advertisers, we 
find that ladies’ maids, female companions, confidential clerks, 
coachmen and butlers, may be had in any number, of the pre¬ 
scribed opinions. And in a recent number of%he Record we 
discovered a demand (no doubt soon followed by a supply) for 
‘ A good plain cook, of evangelical scntiments^\ 

It would, however, be most unjust (as wc have before 
admitted) to take these advertisers in the Record as a fair 
sam])ie ^ of the Recordites. That party contains as large a 
]»roportion of sincere members as any other. And although we 
think the harm it does collectively, exceeds the good effected 
by its adherents individually, yet we must not deny that it 
has accomplished some useful tasks, which could not have so 
well been achieved by any other party. Every one now ac¬ 
knowledges the success of its emissaries in Ireland; and so 

• ‘Only in the Lord, or Christian Marriage,’ is the title of this 
book. We omit the author’s name, for the reason before given. 

^ t Kecord, Dee. 6. 1852. We lia>e omitted a port of this adver¬ 
tisement, which could not be quoted without profaneness. We do 
not mean to impeach the sincerity of the author of this tract, and 
hope that the puff may have been inserted by his publisher without 
his sanction. 

t Record, Oct. 19. 1852. 


300 


Church Parties, 


Oct, 


much could scarcely have been effected against the ultra- 
montanism of Cullen and M^Hale, except by intolerance and 
dogmatism as peremptory as their own. 'Kor is it only in 
Ireland that we may see moral triumphs achieved by the 
Puritanic divinity. There are probably some minds so con¬ 
stituted, as to be incapable of receiving the truths of Christianity, 
^cept under the Calvinistic form. And these seem to be 
principally found in a class where Christianity is much needed, 
the middle rank of society in trading and manufacturing com¬ 
munities. Many a worker in the gold-diggings of Lancashire 
and Yorkshife, who might otherwise have remained a selfish 
worsliippcr of Mammon all his days, has been roused by 
Puritanic,^ preachers to the consciousness of a spiritual destiny. 
Such converts may be often seen devoting the hours of their 
well-earned Sunday, not to a calculation of the profits of the 
coming week, nor to idle relaxation from the toils of the past, 
but t(^the labours of the Sunday School, or the District Visitor, 
in lanes reeking with the stench of sewers, and cellars pestilent 
with fever. Men like these, let their opinions be as narrow as 
they may, are the salt of this world, and the earnest of a better. 

But the merits of individuals must not blind us to the 
mischief wrought by their party. This mischief consists, not 
in their success, but in their failure. The injury is done, not 
to those whom they convert, but to those whom they repel. 
If, indeed, they could succeed in proselytising the people, they 
would do far nSbre good than harm; because, though some of 
their opinions veigc upon Antinomianism, they seldom practi¬ 
cally lead to immorality; and religion, once admitted into the 
heart, will expel all demons thence. But, unhappily, though 
the Puritan theology is attractive to a few, it is repulsive to the 
multitude. By most minds it is rejected at once, with an 
instinctive repugnance. And yet this theology is, by the lower 
ranks of ■society in our great towns, veiy generally identified 
with Christianity itself, which has been too often presented to 
them in no other shape, either in the Meeting-house or the 
Church.* To this circumstance may bo attributed much of the 
infidelity now so general among the best instructed portion of 
the labouring classes. It is a melancholy fact that the men 


* It roust be remembered that, in the great towns, a large majority 
of the Churches, and all the Dissenting Cliapels, are supported on the 
voluntary principle, i. e. by pew-rents. They are therefore depen¬ 
dent on the religious portion of the shopkeepers who take the pews. 
But the shopkeepers as a class, if religious at all, are Puritanically 
inclined. This accounts for the fact mentioned in the text. 
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who make our steam-engines and railway carriages, our presses 
and telegraphs, the furniture of our houses and the clothing of 
our persons, have now in a fearful proportion renounced all 
faith in Christianity. They regard the Scripture as a forgery, 
and religion as priestcraft, and are living without God, in the 
world. This state of things, sapping as it does the very sinews 
of our national life, cannot be wholly laid to the diarge of any 
one party. All arc in some measure accountable for it, in so 
far as all have fallen short of that perfect standard of Christian 
goodness, the sight of wliich is the only effectual instrument of 
conversion. But we do not hesitate to say that the part^ most 
directly guilty of driving half-educated men into Atheism, is 
that which has pushed Evangelical opinions into Puritan 
extravagance.* 

These exaggerations of Protestant doctrine could not fail to 
produce a reaction in the opposite direction. As in the seven¬ 
teenth century the intolerant Calvinism of the Synod of Dort* 
promoted the triumph of Armlnian theology in Englandi sp in 
our own times a disgust at the exccl?ses of the Puritanic payty 
caused that rapid gi’owth of High Church opinions, which 
distinguished the second quarter of the present century. It is 
often said, indeed, that the High Church party was predominant 
during the greater part of the preceding century, and continued 
powerful till the close of what avc may call th^Eldonite period. 
But this is a mere confusion, caused by similarity of names, 
between parties utterly dissimilar. The ‘ Church and Kbg 
* men,* who flourisshed thirty, fifty, or seventy years ago, were 
a political, and not a religious party. They sometimes talked of 
Orthodoxy, at Visitation Dinners or University Elections; but 
they meant by Orthodoxy not any theological creed, but love of 
tithes and hatred of Methodists. They had no affinity with 
modem High Churchmen, except the dislike •of Protestant 
Dissenters. Tlic true High Church theology represents the 
dominant school of the Caroline epoch; a school which, though 
too often identified with despotic bigots like Laud, yet pro¬ 
duced many illustffous writers and many eminent saints. This 

* The two other chief causes of this infidelity are,^>.v(?, the hateful 
distinction made by our pew system between rich and poor; and, 
secondly, the practice of dragging Sunday Schools to church at an age 
when they cannot possibly understand a word of the Service. What 
ought to be done with Sunday Scholars during service-time is another 
question; and could only be properly answered by the restoration of 
the order of Deacons. 
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party died out at the beginning of the last centnry, after its 
e^ggerated phase (with which we have recently been again 
familiarised) had developed itself in the Non-jurors. From this 
extreme form, however, it must be distinguished by every 
candid historian. The Anglican, though it may be pushed into 
the Bomanistic creed, is not identical therewith. It was revived 
in a systematic form twenty years ago, by an able knot of 
writers, the principal of whom solemnly pledged themselves to 
one another*, to use every means of reviving a belief in the 
doctrines of Anglicanism, and originated for that purpose the 

* Tracts for the Times.’ It is true that these writers very 
rapidly developed the opinions from which they started into 
actual Romanism. But the earlier Tracts contain a honA fide 
attempt to base the creed of the Church upon strictly Anglican 
tradition. Mr. Newman has fully explained the way in which 
he and his ablest followers were led on, step by step, from this 
original standing point to higher ground. Nor would \vc deny 

’ that, according to the rules of strict logic, this progress was 
inevitable. But logical results from one principle are often 
modified by conclusions no less logical from another. And it is 
historically certain that many intellects, and those of no con¬ 
temptible power, are capable of acquiescing in that system of 
belief which was maintained by Bull and Pearson, though to 
other minds its premises seem necessarily to involve the con¬ 
clusions of Boyjc. 

The characteristic tenets of this party are supplemental rather 
than contradictory to those of their predecessors. The Anglican 
accepts the doctrine that ‘ we are justified by faiths but gives 
equal prominence to the additional truth that ‘ we are judged by 

* works."* He acknowledges that men must be converted by 
grace, but maintains that Christians are regenerated by baptism. 
He assents to the sole supremacy of Scripture, but adds, that 
‘ tins Church hath authority in controversies of faith* j- And 
this authoritative Church he distinguishes from all pretenders 
by its apostolic descent. Thus, the watchwords of tlie School 
are ^Judgment by worksj ^Baptismal Regeneration^ * Church 
‘ Authorityf and 'Apostolical Succession* 

As to the first head, there is no real difference between the 
moderate Anglican and the moderate Evangelical. Both agree 
that the works of man canpot earn reward from God; both 


* See the account of this compact (which was made in 1833) given 
by Mr. Percival, hintself one of the parties to it, in his well-known 
‘ Letter to the Irish Ecclesiastical Journal.’ 
f Article 20th. 
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agree that without sanctification there can be no salvation. Bat 
perhaps the Evangelical party had laid too much stress on the 
beginning of the religious life, and had trusted to the sponta¬ 
neous action of that first spiritual impulse for producing all 
requisite growth in holiness.* The Anglicans saw this mis¬ 
take, and have corrected it by a teaching more systematically 
practical. 

The second tenet, that of Baptismal Kegeneration, is‘more 
distinctive. The Recordites, as we have seen, practically 
heathenise Christendom, by denying the ChristLm name to all 
except that narrow circle whom they designate as the elect. The 
Anglicans meet this uncharitable dogma with the assertion that 
all Christians, as such, are in a condition spiritually different 
from that of the heathen. They teach that all the members of 
the Visible Church are the elect of Qod; and that all baptized 
persons are members of the Visible Church, and as such are 
endowed with all gifts and graces necessary to salvation. Even 
here, though the difference may appear considerable between 
the High Church and Evangelical phraseology, it is really 
a difference rather in terms than in meaning. For the moderate 
Low Churchman allows that those who arc baptized into the 
Christian Church are admitted to a share in spiritual blessings; 
and the Anglican acknowledges that if the regenerated infant 
grows up a sinfubman, he needs conversion before he can enjo}’ 
the blessings to which he has been called. 

The addition of the authority of the ChurJh to that of 
Scripture, seems, at first sight, the most serious difference of the 
three. Yet such authority is undoubtedly claimed by the 
Articles, and may be narrowed within limits strictly Protestant. 
Nor can it be denied that a reasonable man, in the formation of 
his opinions, would give great weight to the collective judgment 
of other Christians. Yet, on the other hand, this principle has 
an alarming power of expansion. The Anglican divines Imve 
been led to cherish it partly because they felt the evils of 
I»erpetual doubt and presumptuous questioning; partly because 
they sought for some authoritative guidance to check the follies 
of weak brethren f; but chiefly because they loved those moral 

* One of the best and ablest of the modern Evangelical Clergy has 
recently admitted this. Speaking of the preachers of his party, he 
says: ‘ The Gospel, they say, is made up of a few cardinal truths, which 
‘ cannot be too often repeated. * « * With so much time spent in 
‘ laying the foundation again and again, little is left for informing and 
‘ guiding men’s consciences as to the thousand details of active life.’ 
(AetJ. H. Gurney's Sermon on Puke of Wellington, preface, p. 4.) 

f About the time of the first appearance of the ‘ Tracts ’ half the 
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qualities which arc closely linked to obedience and submission. 
But their tcachinp: on this head is beset by great difficulties. 

* We acknowledge,’ say their opponents, * the authority of the 

* true Cliurch; but for what Church do you claim this power, 

* and where shall we find her teaching?* The Anglican replies, 
that the Church is that of England, and her teaching is to be 
found in her Liturgy and Articles. But these formularies 
admit of diverse interpretations, and need a living voice to decide 
between conflicting interpreters. 'Where, then, says the 
inquirer, 'shall I seek this living voice, which may solve 
' my doubts ? ’ To this it is replied that the accents of the Church 
are t(> be heard from the lips of her bishops, and that her 
presbyters ordained by those bishops are her living oracles* to 
each- indi\idual layman in every separate parish. But when 
asked whether the laity under the charge of Dr. M'Neile are 
to believe a different creed from those under Dr. Puscy, the 
Anglican is perplexed for an answer; and still more so when 
he is reminded that the collective voice of the bishops is 
silent, and that individual bishops differ as much as their pres¬ 
byters. 

But again the inquirer demands satisfaction on a farther 
point. 'IIow am I to know,’ he says, ‘tliat the English 
' e&tabli^hmont is that true Church which can alone claim 
‘ authority to teach and guide ^ ‘ The Anglican theology 
replies that the true Church possesses unity as well as visibility. 
Truth is one, therefore the true Church is one. And this one 
Church has a note whereby she may be known. In each 
country she is that body of orthodox Christians which is 
governed by bishops possessing the Apostolical Succession. 
Hence the Dissenter, uho secedes from his parish church, is 
forsaking the communion of the Apostles. But here again the 
High Churchman is cmbmTJissed by his Roman antagonist. For 
a rival Church exists in England, also governed by bishops to 
whom the Apostolic consecration has been lineally transmitted 
from the very source whence the Anghcan bishops derive their 
own orders. And that Church declares the Anglican doctrine 
not orthodox but heretical, and her bishops not successors of the 
Apostles but schismatical usurpers. How are the laity of the 
Metropolis to decide whether their allegiance be due to 
the Bishop of London or the 'Archbishop of Westminister?’ 
Their decision can scarcely be determined in favour of the 


religious world \va« going mad after the Irvingiti s (who spoke in un¬ 
known tongues), ihcRowites (who worked ^)i^a(‘le^), and the Plj mouth 
Brethren, who advocated a community of goods. 
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former by tbo criterion of Unity, Ecclesiastical Authority, or 
Apostolical Succession. 

Thus these hierarchical claims of Anglicanism are dangerous 
weapons; serviceable artillery, perhaps, against the sectarian, 
but liable to recoil in the discharge. They do not, however, 
hold a prominent plaee in the'teaching of moderate High Church¬ 
men. They are not the basis of their system, but only 
secondary and ornamental details. Even against Dissenters 
they are not rigidly enforced. The hereditary non-conformist 
is not excluded from salvation. Foreign Protestants are even 
owned as brethren, though a mild regret is expressed that they 
lack the blessing of an authorised Church government. Apo¬ 
stolical succession is not practically made essential to the being 
of a Church, but rather cherished as a dignified and ancient 
pedigree, connecting our English episcopate with primitive 
antiquity, and binding the present to the past by a chain of 
filial piety. In the same hands. Church authority is reduced 
to little more than a claim to that deference which is due from 
the ignorant to the learned, from the taught to the teacher. 
Meanwhile the maintainers of these views are useful, not only 
as a counterpoise to the extravagance of the Recordites, but for 
much positive good achieved by themselves. And, considered 
as a whole, they form a party which the Church could ill aftbrd 
to spare. 

In the first place, their system gives freer scope to the feelings 
of reverence, awe, and beauty, than that of th*ir opponents. 
They endeavour, and often successfully, to enlist these feelings 
in the service of piety. Music, painting, and architecture they 
consecrate as the handmaids of religion. Thus they attract an 
order of men found chiefly among the most cultivated classes, 
whose hearts must be reached through their imagination rather 
than their understanding. It is surely well that such provision 
has been made for those whose taste (perhaps over refined) has 
been shocked by the flippant familiarity of superficial religionists. 
But the influence of these Anglican divines is not confined to 
the fastidious few. They have given a greater reality to the 
religion of all ranks, by their energetic protest against the 
hollowness and insincerity of popular pietism. The Recordite 
party, as we have seen, had substituted a verbal profession of 
faith for a life of holiness. Too often a ‘professor of religion’ 
was led to think that by the pronunciation of an easy Shibboleth, 
coupled with an abstinendb from balls and theatres, he atoned 
for a life of covetousness and self-indulgence. The old Evan¬ 
gelical body, it is true, always discountenanced such self-deceit. 
But the Anglican School has checked it more successfully by 

VOL. XCVJII. xo. cc. X 
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the prominence which they give to the duties of daily life and 
the formation of habits. Moreover their exhortations cannot 
be turned aside by excuses which often parry the home-thrusts 
of ether preachers — ‘We are waiting for the time of our con- 
‘ version’ — ‘We hope to receive our effectual calling in due 
‘ season.* — To such pleas their reply is ready and consistent. 

* You have already received the needful help. You have the 
‘ power to pray and act. You arc now the elect of God ; make 
‘yoifS* election sure, lest you be cast away.’ Such addresses 
administer no palliative to the conscience, and encourage no 
indolent hope of a compulsory reformation. 

In the ^rac spirit, the writers of this party have contributed 
to the religious literature of the day many admirable works 
which under the guise of fiction teach the purest Christianity, 
and exemplify its bearing on every detail of common life. To 
the training of childhood especially they have rendered most* 
valuable aid, by thus embodying the precepts of the Gospel. 
But we need not do more than allude to works so universally 
known and valued as those of Miss Sewell, Mr. Adams, and 
Bishop Wilberforce.* 

Again, the revival of the High Church party has eftected an 
important improvement among the clergy. Many of these were 
prejudiced by hereditary dislike against the doctrines and the 
persons of the Evangelicals, and by this prejudice \vcre repelled 
from religion. But under the name of orthodoxy and the 
banner of Church, they bavg willingly received truth 

against which, had it come to them in another shape, they 
would ,.havc closed their ears and hearts. A better spirit has 
thus been breathed into hundreds who but ■ for this new move¬ 
ment would have remained, as their fiithers were before them, 
mere Nimrods, Ramrods, or Fishing rods. 

W e cannot trace to the party of which we arc now speaking, 
such great measures of public morality as arc due to the school 
of Wilberforce and Buxton. But this is no re[)roach to them; 
for they did not exist as a distinct party till those national 
reforms were accomplished. They have, however, originated 
two public movcpients of much importance in our own time; 


* The Evangelical party has also pursued the line of religious fiction, 
but generally with less success. Mrs. Sherwood, it is true, had great 
power of narrative, but her love of the pomps and vanities of the 
world toe often overpowers her sense of religion. One recent Evan¬ 
gelical work of this kind, however, we may notice, as possessing great 
merit, — ‘ The Daughter at Home,’ by an anonymous author. As a 
picture of the power of religion in gradually subduing the asperities 
of a gloomy disposition and morbid temper, this story is unequalled. 
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that for the establishment of Protestant Sisterhoods of Mercy, 
and that for the general creation of Colonial Bishoprics.* 
Some discredit has been thrown upon the former of these 
objects, by the indiscretion of its more conspicuous promoters. 
'Yet even in the midst of this indiscretion, there has been much 
to admire, in the self-devotion of body and soul to the relief of 
misery. And the original sisterhood, instituted under the 
superintendence of the Bishop of London, to train nurses for 
the hospitals, has, we believe, furhished no such occasion of 
stumbling. The movement for establishing Bishoprics in the 
Colonies has attracted greater public attention, and has met 
with more unqualified success. In the last thirteen years, 
fifteen new Bishoprics have been founded, and the complete 
organisation of the Church transferred to as many nascent 
, empires. We need not say that our satisfaction at this result 
springs not from our attributing any miraculous powers to the 
episcopal office. We value it not as the source of thaumaturgic 
influence, but as an instrument of good government!; hot for its 
magical but for its moral energy. The superintendence of any 
central authority can do much by combining and Harmonising 
the isolated eftorts of individuals; the superintendence of a 
zealous and intelligent man can do more. Nor does he only 
render more efficient the labours of those amongst whom he 
comes to preside; his presence attracts more labourers into the 
vineyard. Those who would have shrunk from the isolation of 
independent action, now gladly go to work under % chief pastor 
on whose wisdom they rely, and on whose affectionate sympathy 
and encouragement they de])end. That this is no mere theory is 
proved by the fact that in thirteen years the number of clergy 
in those fifteen new episcopates had increased from 274 to 503.t 
But, as we iiave already said, the public measures promoted 
by an ecclesiastical party are a less certain test of its merits than 
that afforded by the conduct of its private members, and the 
efficiency of their parochial ministrations. From this criterion 
the Anglican party has no need to shrink. The moderate High 


* It is true that the first example in the present century w’as given 
by the Evangelical party ; the foundation of the Bishopric of Calcutta 
in 1814 having been entirely due to the exertions of Wilberforce. 
But no general effort was made in the same cause, till the establish¬ 
ment of the ‘ Colonial Bishopric Fund.’ # 

f In connexion with these efforts for the benefit of the Colonies 
wc should notice the great impulse given by the High Church party, 
during the last twenty years to the Society ‘ for the Propagation of 
‘the (rospel’; and also the foundation of St Augustine’^ College At 
Canterbury, for training Colonial Missionaries. 
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Churchman (supposing him, of course, to be in earnest) is pe¬ 
culiarly fitted for the management of a country parish. With 
the aristocratic classes his view of Christianity is usually more 
acceptable than any other; and his heartiness and old English 
feeling, his love of festivals* and holidays, and his active bene-’ 
volencc, render him popular among the poor. With the middle 
class, the shopkeepers and artisans, he is usually less successful. 
They are not as yet sufficiently cultivated to be susceptible of 
the artistic and imaginative influences which attract the higher 
ranks, and they arc filled with a jealous and not unnatural sus¬ 
picion of everything in which they fancy a Rome-ward tendency. 
Hence the Anglican clergyman should, for his own comfort, 
and for the good of those under his charge, be placed rather in 
the country than in the town*; because, in the former, his 
parishioners consist almost exclusively cither of the rich or })Oor, 
while the middling class is dominant in the boroughs. Such a 
clergyman as we have described will not differ from his Evan¬ 
gelical neighbours in any material point of doctrine. Had he 
lived fifty years ago, his sermons would have stamped him as a 
* Methodist’ or a ‘ Calvinist,’ among the fox-hunting parsons 
who used these terms synonymously, and applied them to every 
man who was an earnest believer in Christianity. Nor are lus 
ordinary parochial labours distinguished from those of his Low- 
Church brethren. He and they are equally to be found in the 
cottages of the poor, comforting the afflicted, reading to the sick, 
and praying tirith the dying. He adopts the same plans of useful¬ 
ness which have been originated by his Evangelical predecessors. 
Like them he encourages the zeal for missionary exertion, 
though perhaps he may be prejudiced against the ‘ Church Mis- 
‘ sionary Society,’ and the Committee which he establishes may 
collect funds for its elder sister of ‘ the Propagation.’ He vies 
with his neighbours in zeal for the cducfitlon of the poor; pays 
daily visits to his school; turns the apprentice-teachers into his 
private pupils; and works hard in preparing his master and 
mistress for the annual visit of Her Majesty’s Inspector. 

Within the walls of the Church the distinction of parties is 
perhaps more marked than in the school-room or the cottage; 
though even here it is becoming gradually obliterated, by the 
adoption among the best men in every party of the reforms 
originating with either side. The first difference which strikes 
us, regards the Sacrament of Baptism. In its administration 
the Anglicans have revived the pnictice (alike Rubrical and 


* Leeds is an exception to this rule; but it is, so far as we know, 
the only exception. 
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reasonable) of celebrating it in the public service. The infimt 
member is adopted into the Christian family with the sympa¬ 
thising prayers of his assembled brethren. The external ap¬ 
pliances of the rite arc made to correspond with its dignity and 
beauty. The mean basin of crockery is discarded, and the 
ancient font of stone restored, and filled to the brim with clear 
water, the consecrated type of purity and innocence. Nor is it 
{for the sake of a needless symbolism) pushed into the porch, 
where it must be invisible to, Ihc congregation, but placed in a 
•conspicuous and central spot, where the service can be witnessed 
by every eye, and heard by every ear. The same sense of 
artistic fitness which»dictates these changes, prompts also to 
other restorations. The parish priest has generally inherited 
from the past a church beautiful in its original structure, but 
dcl’aced by the tasteless innovations of recent barbarism. The 
high embowed roof ’ no longer retains its original pitch; the 
windows have lost not only their stained glass, but even their 
tracery; the pillars are cut away to make room for hideous 
monuments; and the stone is buried under a hundred coats of 
whitewash. lie liastcns, so far as he can obtain the means, to 
restore the sacred edifice to its pristine beauty. The mouldings 
emerge into light; the whitewash disappears; the storied win¬ 
dows once more fling a chequered colouring over the walls; the 
erosscs rise again from their broken shafts, ovesr a lofty roof. 
But, when all this is done, the worst abomination remains 
behind. The area of nave, choir, and aisles is choked up with 
high square pews only half occupied, wdicrc the richer parish¬ 
ioners recline in solitary state, while tlie poor are too often left 
to stand in the gangways. Tliis, perhaps the - most odious 
practical abuse introduced into the Church during the last tivo 
centuries, the Anglican party has the credit of successfully 
eombating. ‘Equality within the House of God,’ has been 
from the first their motto and their practice. Nor is it an easy 
task which they have undertaken. The fat farmer, who for 
fifty years has snored unseen beneath the shelter of his wooden 
w'ulls, is frantic at the idea that he should be exposed to the 
vulgar gaze. The young rustic, who has carried on a comfort¬ 
able flirtation in the corner of the adjacent penfold, regards the 
curtailment of its lofty proportions as treason against the privi¬ 
leges of love. The selfishness of ownership, the dignity of pro¬ 
perty, are roused to the combat, and fight energetically against 
the invasion of their rights. Moreover, the clergyman cannot 
legally make any alterations at all, without the consent of his 
churchwardens, who are often the most pig-headed opponents of 
his reforms. This consent once obtained, he must hasten ou 
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the work, lest they should change their mind; nor let him hope 
for any rate from his vestry to aid him in the execution. If at 
length he has succeeded in replacing the old boxes by decent 
seats, there remains the invidious task of assigning to each 
householder his due share of room. No one must be too far 
from the pulpit, no one too near the door; to put a man behind 
a pillar is to create a mortal enemy. The clergyman who suc¬ 
ceeds in triumphing over all these difficulties, without making 
himself the most unpopular raa^ in 'his parish, must possess a 
rare union of tact and courage.* Yet that many such clergy¬ 
men exist in the Anglican party, is evident from the number of 
old churches which wc see freed from the 'nuisance of pews, and 
filled by contented parishioners. It must be acknowledged, 
however, that cveiy such improvement renders all similar 
changes in its neighbourhood comparatively easy. The ad¬ 
vantage of the reformed arrangement is so manifest, that in a 
short time it is generally acknowledged. The restored church 
is cited as a model; strangers come to sec it; the natives grow 
proud of it; their neighbours become emulous, and at last allow 
the example to be imitated with little opposition. 

The removal of this and other barbarous innovations may be 
considered to belong to that work which has fallen peculiarly to 
the Anglican clergy—the restoration of ancient churches. But 
the same party has shown equal taste and activity in the building 
of new ones. To the noble edifices bequeathed us by the Middle 
Ages, they have added others not unworthy of their prototypes. 

But above all, their revival of Church Music deserves honour¬ 
able mention. Till their epoch, the psalmody of a village church 
was truly a disgraceful exhibition- A choir, consisting fre¬ 
quently of the most drunken reprobates in the parish, bawded 
out the ' Hantherriy which they sang in parts, that is, in a <;oin- 
plicated kind of discord. No other music varied the service, 
except the singing of a metrical psalm, from which the poetry 
had been previously extracted by Tate and Brady. The in¬ 
strumental accompaniment of the performance was the squeak¬ 
ing of a cracked flageolet, and the growling of a base viol. 

* We lately visited a parish where this kind of reformation was 
proceeding, amidst a storm of opposition. One farmer was especially 
furious at the removal of a hideous gallery, which for the last fifty 
years had blocked up a beautiful window. He declaimed indignantly 
against the Parson’s tyranny. ‘I have lieard of them tyrants of 
‘ Antikkity ’ said he, ‘ who burnt people because they wouldn’t agree 
* with their notions. And our Parson is just as bad—burning our 
‘gallery.’ Another said, ‘It was all Popery.—Weren’t them new- 
‘fangled narrow pews what they used to call Monki cells?' 



1853. 


Church Parties. 


311 


All this is now on the road to* amendment. Music is. taking, 
its proper place dn the public worship. The wretched metrical 
version of the psalms is superseded by hymns uniting poetry 
with devotion; and at the same time the more ancient melodies 
of the Church are restored to their due prominence. It 
is a vulgar error that the chanting of the, psalms, and the 
appropriate singing of the other musical parts of the service, 
is a difficult feat of art. On the contrary, the best chants 
are the simplest Iqnd of japsic known, consisting of a very 
few notes perpetually reftdrated. A congregation can far 
more easily learn to join in this kind of psalmody than in .or¬ 
dinary hymn-tunes, which are naich more complex. We know 
village .cliurchcs where the whole congregation join in the 
strains of Farrant and Tallis, and the Gregorian tones. And it 
is found that when the people arc thus trained to take an in¬ 
telligent part in the musical portion of the liturgy, they will not 
leave their responses in the prayers to the listless articulation of 
the Clerk. 

Such are some of the services lately rendered to the Church 
by the Anglican party. Its modern hagiology is of course less 
copious than that of t|jc Evangelicals, inasmuch as its existence 
as a resuscitated party has been much shorter. Yet we need 
not doubt that it will again produce saintly men, as in the times 
of old. For its creed is the same which nourished the piety of 
the best Churchman and the best Churchwoma% of the seven¬ 
teenth century; her whose gentle virtues shone amid the 
pollution of the most corrupt of courts, with the lustre of a 
pearl upon a dunghill; — and him who is pronounced by an 
historian not likely to be partial, to have ' approached as near 
‘as human infirmity permits, to the ideal perfection of Christian 
‘virtue.’* Nor are there wanting living representatives of the 
practice, as well as the profession, of tliese ancient worthies. 
Bishop Selwyn is not undeserving of a place in the same 
category with Bishop Perry. And among the lay adherents 
of the Angliean creed are men who might be cited as examples 
of the purest type of English character, and women worthy 
to belong to the same sex and country with Margaret Go- 
dolphin. 

Notwithstanding the merits of this party we have seen that 
its teaching involves, in some degree, the vague assertion of two 
principles—A.postolical Succession, and Church Authority. 
These may, it is true, be made to mean but little; and, veiled 
in a graceful mist of words, they may beoome an ornamental 


‘ Macaulay, Hist. i. p. 637. 
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and dignified appendage to a System essentially Protestant. 
But they may also be made the basis instead of the super* 
structure, and a fabric may be built upon them at which the 
Anglican stands aghast. In this latter method they were dealt 
with by those bold essayists who revived, twenty years ago, the 
theology of Laud. Their earlier and more moderate statements 
of doctrine found ready acceptance among the clergy, and they 
speedily were at the head of a large body of adherents. But 
they pressed recklessly to the front, and soon left the mass of 
their troops far behind them. Yet^’Still they hurried on towards 
the ^oal of their logical career, and abandoned, one by one, the 
traditions of the Anglican divinity from which they started. 
Meanwhile, after they had advanced beyond the High Church 
camp, they continued for nearly ten years members of the 
Church of England, and formed a new party, which took from 
their writinjis the name of Tractarian. The doctrines of this 
party are regarded by themselves as necessary developments of 
the Anglican principles. The foundation of their system is 
Apostolical Succession, w’hich they hold essential to the being 
of a true Ghurch. The Bishop duly consecrated is by virtue of 
thi^ succession the representative of tlic Apostles. The Pres¬ 
byters on whom he, lays his hands, arc Ihcreby endowed -with 
'Supernatural powers, which enable them to change the Eucha¬ 
ristic elements into the body of Christ. They are also a 
mediatorial Priesthood, ordained to offer prayers and ‘ unbloody 
‘sacrifices’ for the people. By their hands, moreover, the 
Church exercises ‘a power which places it almost on a level 
‘ with’Ood himself—the power of forgiving sins by wiping them 
‘out in baptism—of transferring souls from Hell to Heaven.’* 
The efficacy of both Sacraments depends solely on the ojms 
operatum of their external acts. Hence these writers deplore 
the imperfection of die Anglican Communion Service as *a 
‘judgment upon the Church,’] because it ascribes no miraculous 
power to the wmrds of consecration. Again, in the Baptismal 
Service, the Church requires a profession of faith to be made in 
the infant’s name, before it is baptized; or (if it has been 
previously baptized in articulo mortis) before it can be re¬ 
ceived into the Church; thereby testifying that the blessings 
bestowed are conditicmal on moral qualifications. Whereas 
our Romanising divines teach that the baptismal rite, even 
if performed in jest, would so change the nat;iire of the 
child that its post-baptismal sins would be excluded from the 
benefit of the Atonement. Tims Christianity becomes a system 


* Sewell’s Christian Morals, p. 247. 


I Tract 9(k p. 4. 
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of magical forms and incantations, tending to the exaltation of 
the sacerdotal oflBce.* We are called upon to believe these doc¬ 
trines upon the infallible authority of the Church. But if we 
ask where this authority resides, and who is empowered to 
embody this infallibility, these teachers are more sorely puzzled 
for an answer than even their Anglican predecessors. And in 
their attempts to reach a firmer ground, notwithstanding all their 
struggles against tlie force of logid, they arc borne down by an 
irresistible current to the chair of Peter. The foremost qf them 
soon perceived the goal whither they were tending, and at first 
got over their difficulties by declaring that they acknowledged 
the authority of the Homan See, and held all Homan doctrine f, 
and that they could reconcile the English Articles to their Papal 
creed, by interpreting them in a * non-natural sense.* They 
openly abjured the name of Protestant; they allowed that, if 
cut off from the Homan Communion the Church of England 
must be schismatical; but they maintained that the two Churches 
were not really separated, and that their mutual excommunication 
was the result of a misunderstanding which time would clear up. 
This view, however, was too contrary to common sense to be 
long defended, even by its inventors. They soon acknowledge 
their error, and their leader, renouncing for ever the Anglican 
allegiance, piissed over the Hubicon, and rushed into the heart 
of the Italian territory. But not all who advanced to that fatal 
frontier had courage to cross with Cmsar; the rabble of his army 
remained shivering on the brink. And now tLey are taunted 
by the indignant sarcasms of their former captain, as he adjures 
them by every principle they hold sacred to come over and help 
liim. He proves that their present portion is untenable. He 
proves that while professing to repudiate all private judgment, 
they are in fact standing on the point of the loneliest pinnacle 
which private-judgment ever reared.^ ^e overwhelms them 
with those arguments which proved irresi^ble to himsClf; the 
arguments which forced him to renounce the dreams of ambition' 
and the reality of power, which tore him from his Oxford home 
and his devoted friends, and drove him into exile among strange 

* This object is confessed with unusual candour, by a champion if* 
the party, as follows: *Until the people shall think thus of these 
* mysteries they will not think of us as it is far more for their 
‘benefit than ours that they should always think.' {^Charge of ike 
Bishop of Exeter^ 1842.) 

f These were the published words of Mr. Ward and Mr. Oakely, 
some tilne before they left the Church of England. 

t See the Oratorian Lectures of Father Newman, on Anglican 
difficulties j delivered in London in 1850. » 
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scenes and uncongenial men. But he reasons and he appeals in 
vain. Those on ivliom he calls hav^ stopped their ears against 
the voice of the charmer. Their only answer is, ^ Here we are, 
* and here we will remain.’ * 

Yet we must not hastily accuse all these waverers of dis¬ 
honesty. Some of them, there cannot be a doubt, are men who 
would sacrifice, not their preferment only, but their lives, in the 
-cause of duty. But they feel that although the logical conse¬ 
quences of their principles thrust them forward, yet there arc 
moral and religioiis difficulties which raise insuperable obstacles 
in the path. There are points in the doctrine and practice of 
the Church. of Rome whi^ seem to them irreconcilable with 
Christian truth. If, only, they could get over these stumbling 
blocks, gladly , would they follow their captain’s stops. But till 
then the^ remain where Providence has jdaced them; halting 
between two opinions as to their own position ; and still hoping 
almost against hope, that the Church of England may be a true 
branch of the Church Catholic. These are the best of the 
Tractarian party; but they are very few. The bulk of jt 
consists of young and silly partisans, who have joined it more 
for the sake of amusement and notoriety than for any other 
reason. They are guiltless of insincerity, in not pushing strong 
' opinions to extreme consequences; for, in fact, they have lUivcr 
formed any opinions at all. They have but learnt by rote a 
set of phrases jQpr which they shout. If guilty of dishonesty at 
all, it is only in pretending to decide on theological questions, 
while conscious that they are destitute of the simplest rudiments 
^ of theological knowledge. 

The manner of such a^^pretender is highly characteristic. It 
is marked by supercilious silliness and fatuous conceit, assumed 
to hide the depths of his ignorance. It is sometimes difficult to 
maintain one’s gravity, when one hears such a neophyte affecting 
the tone of a Doctor Seraphicus, and volubly pouring forth 
theological polysyllables which he would be sorely puzzled to 
render into English. One is tempted to remind him how few 
years have passed since he was nearly plucked for his degree, 
and to usk howjong it is since he has acquired the power of 
c&struing the Greek Testament, wherein he was then so wofully 
deficient. 


* It must be reraembered, that we are speaking of those who still 
adhered to the Tractarian opinions after Mr. Newman’s secession. But 
many of liis followers, frightened by his desertion, fled back In the 
opposite direction, and intrenched themselves in the Anglican fort¬ 
resses which they had abandoned. These are now distinguished among 
the Anglican party by the bitterness of their hostility to the Church 
of Borne. 
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To describe the costume, the phraseology, and the ritual of 
this party would be a waste of time. Their peculiarities have 
been made familiar to all, by the pen and the pencil of innume¬ 
rable satirists. Who does not recognise, when he meets them 
ill the railway or the street, the clipped shirt-collar, the stiff 
and tie-less neckcloth, the M. B. * coat and cassock waistcoat, 
the cropped hair and un-whiskered cheek? Who does not know 
that the wearer of this costume, will talk of ‘ the Holy Altar,* 
and ^ the Blessed Virgin,’ of * Saint Ignatius Loyola,* and 

* Saint Alphonse de Liguorr?* And that he will date his letters 
on * the eve of St. Chad,’ or ‘ the Morrow of St. Martin F’f Who 
has not seen the youthful Presbyter bowing to the altar, and 
turning his back on the people ? Who has hot heard him in¬ 
toning the prayers, and preaching in his surplice on the * holy 
‘ obedience,’ due from laity to priesthood? Who is ignorant 
that he reads the offertory after his sermo«, and' sends round 
little bags at the end of long poles, which are thruot in the faces 
of the worshippers to extort their contributions ? Who has not 
noticed the gaudy furniture of his church, the tippeted altar, the 
candles blazing at noon-day, the wreaths of flowers changing 
their colour with feast or fast, the mediajval emblems embroidered 
on the altar-cloth ? After all, these are but harmless fopperies, 
oidy mischievous if thc}' stir uj) the wrath of the people. But 
the Tractarian mode of celebrating the Communion deserves 
grayer censure. In tlie first place, continual bowings and genu¬ 
flexions are introduced, without the authority either of Kubrio or 
custom. Secondly, the elements are placed, before ^consecra- 

. tion, upon a peculiar piece of furniture, a side-board, called a 
prothfsis or credence table, although the U|e of this has been 
adjudged by the highest Ecclesiastical Court to be positively 
illegal. J Thirdly, in the rece{)tlon of the consepijatcd bread, a 

* Every one knows how this name was accidentally disclosed to a 
Tractarian customer by a tailor’s orders to his foreman; and how the 
artist was forced reluctantly to confess that it was an abbreviation for 

* Mark of the BeastJ 

t Some of the party have even rebaptized the days of the week, as 
appears from the following advertisement in the ‘the English Church¬ 
man.’ ‘What is tue Gospel? not Protestantism but the Prayer¬ 
-book. This work will be brought out regularly at F. Gilmour*s 
^ IRgh Street, Sarum, every Ascension Day {heathenishly called 

- Thursday,) and will be in the hands of the London and Oxford 

- Booksellers every Passion Day, dedicated idolatrously by all Pro^ 
^testants to the Heathen Goddess Friga* 

% See the judgment of Sir II. J. Fust on the Stone Altar case. The 
contempt shown by the Tractarians for this judgment is .the more 
remarkable, because they profess such reverence for the same judge’s 
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novel usage is adopted, which has excited scandal, and even 
caused disturbance, in the administration of the cucharlst.^ 

Still more perilous to the peace of the Church is the attempt 
recently made by some Tractarian clergy to innovate upon the 
burial service. Under pretence of a rigid adherence to the 
IRubric, they have insisted on pausing in their office, after the 
oqffin is lowered, till the whole grave is filled up. Meantime 
the mourning relatives (including^ perhaps, sickly women,) are 
compelled to stand shivering in the rain or snow; while the 
solemn impressions made by the majestic pathos of the service 
are efiaced by anger, and tears of grief changed into tears of 
rage. The disregard tlius shown for human sorrow makes this 
an instance of heartless folly, almost inconceivable in our tender^ 
'hearted age. Yet the refusal of the same party to bury those 
who have been baptized by Dissenters, shows a similar triumph 
of bigotry over coiipassion. There might be some excuse for 
this, if one could believe that it arose from a conscientious 
obedience to the Rubric. But that is impossible; for the very 
men who affect this scrupulosity are themselves daily violators 
of the most precise directions of the Rubric. If there be one 
Rubrical enactment more important than another, it is that 
wliich prescribes the daily celebration of Morning and Evening 
Prayer in every Church. Yet this is not obeyed by one 
Tractarian out of twenty. vVe entirely sympathise with the 

„ — ,, , 4 .V- . . - - . . . —- .. —- ■ 

decision on the Gorham case. The number of churches now possess¬ 
ing credence tables is considerable enough to make the manufacture 
of credence cloths a regular branch of trade, as appears from the 
advertisements in the * Guardian.’ See * Guardian,’ Feb. 9. 1853. 

* The palm of the hand is held in a peculiar posture, that the bread 
may be dropped into it. This practice caused a disturbance lately at 
one of our fashionable watering places. A Low Church Incumbent 
was administering the communion, when a young Tractarian, con¬ 
spicuously arrayed in the costume of his sect, knelt before the rails. 
Suddenly tlie congregation was startled by the voice of the Incumbent 
repeating the words of administration, ‘Take this,’ in an emphatic tone. 
On looking up, tliey beheld the recipient with his palm held in the 
above-mentioned attitude, but not extended in the usual manner to 
*take’ the bread from the minister. Six times did the ofheiator 
repeat the admonition, each time louder than before; but still the 
reeijnent obstinately persisted in his passive attitude. At length the 
Ricumbent passed on, desiring his Curate not to give the cup to the re¬ 
cusant. It is hard to say, in such a case, which of the two parties was 
guilty of the gfCater profaneness; the one wlio suffered the solemnity of 
the most sacred rite to be violated, rather than give up a silly custom; 
or the other, who took notice of such a folly at such a time, and pun¬ 
ished it by virtual excommunication. 
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answer given by a well-known Bishop to a Konianising cleigy- 
man, who wished for permission to preach in his surplice, and 
pleaded that his conscience, bound as it was to Rubricality> 
forbade his officiating in his gown. ‘ Of course, then,* said tlie 
Prelate, you are so scrupulous in your obedience, you 
‘ celebrate Morning and Evening Service daily ? ’ The cleigy- 
man confessed that he did not; it would encroach upon his 
other duties, and so forth. * Then I really think, sir,’ replied 
the diocesan, * that in future the less you say of your Rubrical 
‘ conscience the better.’ 

This inconsistency is felt by some who yet are unwilling to 
impose upon themselves the burden entailed by their principles. 
They wish to have daily service, but do not wish to perform it. 
We find an advertisement from one such Incumbent who 
appeals to the public to help him in raising ‘ a fund to maintain 
‘ the services of a Curate to perform daily service; ’ and tells.us 
that he would gratefully accept aid from * any pious Christian 
‘ ifuno feels disposed to assist in such a work.’ * The following 
exhibits a similar mode of dealing with such embarrassments 
‘ The Incumhent and Deacon of a poor district on the S. W. coast, 

* who are endeavouring to hear witness to the truth of Catholic- 

* principlesf amid opposition of the most decided character from 
‘ those hy whom they are surrounded, venture to hope that some 

* Catholic priest, blessed with independent means, will come 
‘ and help them for a few years, in their attempt to set iJu: Church 
'‘fully and fairly before the people. MONEY* IS URGENTLT 

* NEEDED for the expense of the Choir, f 

The Tractarian, whose conscience allows him to dispense 
with daily service, is not mucli troubled with his spiritual duties 
during the week. He sets his face against giost modem plans 
of parochial benevolence as Protestant inventions. He do€» 
not patronise the secular education of the poor; for nothinr 
would induce him to take so Erastian a step as to put his seboM 
under Government inspection; which is (generally speaking)* 
the only way to make it efficient. He doubts the propriety of 
pastoral visits to his poor parishioners, unless they are sick; 
because the Church has appointed no special office for that 
purpose. Pie is willing, however, to attend a death-bed when 
summoned; and lie sometimes gives special dignity to such an 
errand, by marching through ihc village in his surplice. More^ 
over he has perhaps a few female penitents, who come to him 
occasionally for auricular confession. But these employmenta 
do not take much of his time. His principal '•nergies are 


* Guardian, Sept. 8.1852. 


t Guardian^ Nov. 24.1852. 
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devoted to the task of opposing ‘ Puritanism.’ Arid as he knows 
that a practical protest against error is always the most effectual, 
he may display his repugnance to Puritanic heresy by attend¬ 
ances at balls and races. In fact, the frequentation of these 
amusements may seem as essential a part of the Aic creed as 
their renunciation is of the other. 

But ball-goingand race-frequenting, though the most effectual, 
are not the only inodes in which the Tractarian clergy combat 
heterodoxy. They also amuse themselves with a chronic agita¬ 
tion, which has for its object the safety of the Church. The 
quintessence of this agitating spirit is .concentrated in the 
‘ Church Unions.* These are clerical associations (including 
sometimes a few laymen), which meet together at intervals, 
usually once a month, to make speeches and pass resolutions 
concerning things in general, and their own neighbourhoods in 
particular. Besides these periodical debates, there are other 
occasional opportunities for indulging in the luxury of eccle¬ 
siastical TParfare. Wc have lately seen the obsolete fonn of 
choosing Proctors for Convocation galvanised into unexpected 
life, to give such partisans the excitement of an electioneering 
intrigue. Then there is sometimes a petition to be got ^ 
against Grovernment education; sometimes a protest to be 
cirfculated against the Judicial Committee; sometimes a mandamus 
to be sued out, forbidding the consecration of an heterodox 
Prelate; and if notliing else be stirring, an address against that 
great fautor of heresy, the Archbishop of Canterbury, will fill 
up the vacant time. 

The noise made by all this astonishes those who know 
how few are the makers of it. Provincial newspapers are 
always ready to print the proceedings of any local meeting, 
without too close a scrutiny into the attendance. There arc 
also several London journals wdlling to fill their columns with 
accounts of any demonstration -which seems to support the })arty 
that they advocate. In this multiplying mix'ror, the image of a 
single Tractarian is transformed into an assembly of divines; 
and a little knot of ambitious curates pass themselves off on the 
dazzled public as the leaders of ecclesiastical opinion.* It has 
been said that parties, like snakes, ‘ are guided ‘ by their tail, 

* not by their head.’ But perhaps it would bo truer to say that 
the waggling of the tail is thought to indicate a motion of the 

Ow O O 


* In one case a ‘Church Union’ consisted for some time of a 
clergyman, his curate, his churchwarden, and his schoolmaster; and 
the resolutions and proceedings of tliis inqmrtaut body regularly filled 
several columns of the ‘ English Churchman.’ 
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more important members when they arc really quiescent In 
the instance before us this mistake is fdstered bv the carcum- 
stance that the journals generally supposed to represent the 
High Church party, really represent its extreme section only. 
This, indeed, is equally the case on the Low Church side. For 
quiet and moderate men (whatever be their party) will seldom 
tear themselves from their daily duties to get up newspapers, 
to agitate against agitators, or to protest against protesters. 
Thus the High Chuichman laments the violence of his ^Chro- 
* niclo ’ or his * Guardian,’ and the Evangelical groans over the 
absurdities of his ‘Record.’ But finding no other paper free 
from similar faults* they continue grumblingly to take in the 
offending prints. 

The agitation we have described cannot exist withoKt in¬ 
volving much insubordination. Accordingly, the party which 
began with the watchwoids of order and obedience, is now the 
most disorderly and di&obedicnt in the Church. Every clergy¬ 
man. ib pledged, not merely by acts of Parliament, but by 
Articles!, by Canons, and by repeated Oaths, to acknowledge 
the Royal Supremacy in Ecclebiabtical Causes. Yet w'e have 
lately seen the decision of the Queen in Council openly repu¬ 
diated, with a formal publicity which <^xpobudathe guilty parties 
to the penalties of a pr<pmunir e. But it may be said that the 
Suiircmacy, though an Anglican, is not a catholic doctrine; 
and that a ‘ catholic mind * acknowledges subordination to the 
divinely appointed governorh of tlic Chinch, nut dto the earthly 
rulcrb of the State. Such is, indeed, the profession of the 
Tractaiian ])arty. ‘ The Bishopb,’ tlicy tell us, ‘ are the living 
‘ rcpioseutativcs of Chiifat; ’ and nirain, ‘ Whatever we ought to 
‘ do, had we lived w hen the Aiiostlca w ere alive, the same ought 
‘ we to do for the Bibhops. lie that dcbpiseth them dcbpiseth 
‘ the Apostles.’* But, akis, these guides are only divine and 
apobtolio so long as they side w ith their professed worshippers. 
If they venture to decide against them, they instantly become 
not mordy fallible but heretical. Out of the whole body of 
English bishops, tw’O only arc now considered^sound in Tractarian 
faltli. And the scorn cxpicsscd even for their collective decisions, 
may be seen in the contemptuous denunciations hurled by these 
champions of Ecclesiastical Order against the Episcopal Monition 
to the Clergy, which was signed in 1851 by twenty-four out of 
the twenty-eight bishops on the bench. The party seems, in fact, 
to take a schoolboyisli pleasure in showing the annihilation of 
E})l‘*copal power, and the unlimited licence of disobedience 


* Tiact Nu. 10. 
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practically possessed by the clergy. Greenwood and Penry 
were hanged by Whitgift, Leighton was whipped and mutilated 
by Laud, for the use of language against bishops mild in coin> 
parison with that which every pamphleteering curate now uses 
with impunity. We were especially edified by one pamphlet 
which was published by a rustic pastor soon after the Gorham 
Judgment. The worthy man (who was Vicar of Puddleton 
Parva in the county of Wilts * * * § ) informed the Archbishop in all 
sober sadness, that whensoever he, the said Archbishop, should 
present himself as a communicant at the altar of Puddleton, he 
should be repelled therefrom. Imagine the vindictive satisfaction 
with which Archbishop Laud would have received such a 
document! and how pleasantly he would have noted in his 
diar^if a few weeks afterwards, the results of its publication 
upon the ears, nose, back, and cheeks of the author I f 

But if the Primat^ by ' voluntary betrayal of his most sacred 
‘ trust’J has deserved such treatment from the faithful, at least 
the Bishop of London, we might hope, must command-their 
grateful deference. He favoured not the heterodoxy of Gorham; 
nay, he stood alone among his brethren of the Privy Council ia 
resisting the Institution of that obstinate heretic. And fit the 
time, he was glomficd by the members of the Sect as the pillar 
of orthodoxy. But this was when he gave a judgment in their 
favour ; since then he has ventured to decide against them; 
and now he too is a mark for the scoffs of the * Chronicle,’ and 
the more poliehed sarcasms of the ‘ Guardian.’ Ilis fall is con¬ 
nected with a controversy which was brought before Parlia¬ 
ment three years ago. It will perhaps be remembered that Lord 
Palmerston, when Foreign Secretary, displaced the Chaplain at 
Madeira. The Bishop of London, however, did not think the 
faults committed deserved so severe a punishment, and refused to 
withdraw the Chaplain’s Episcopal licence. The ejected clergy¬ 
man continued to minister to a section of the British residents, 
and the new chaplain was denounced by the seceding party as 
the worst of heretics. No sooner was he landed than his pi*e- 
decessor put into Ips hands a solerpii. protest. In this document 
(which, with its Appendix, fills up thirty pages of the Par¬ 
liamentary Blue Book§ containing an account of these trans- 

* From a desire not to expose a country clergyman to unnecessary 
ridicuH we suppress the name of this Wiltshire Vicar, and alter that 
of his parish. 

f See Laud’s detailed account (in his diary) of the execution of 
Leighton's sentence (RushWorth’s Collections, vol. ii. p. 57). 

I Pastoral of the Bishop of Exeter, p. 12. 

§ Correspondence respecting the British Chaplaincy in Madeira, 
jlrinted by order of the House of Lords, 1849. 
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actions) the chaplain is informed that his 'assumption of the 

* office without licence from the Bishop is a schisinatical. and 
■'unlawful act.** His congregation are warned that if they 
attend his ministrations they will ‘ become partakers in the sins 
' of disobedience and^ schism ;*t and innumerable quotations are 
gathered from old fathers and modern divines, to enforce the 
Ignatian maxim that ' the obeying of the Bishop is the necessary^ 

' condition of Christian communion^ and he that does not obey the 
' Bishop is worse than an infideVX Who would have supposed 
that the very man who wrote this protest, and his followers 
who applauded it, would within three years be themselves defying 
the authority of the self-same Bishop ? Yet sd it was. The 
extravagance of their conduct induced the Bishop to withdraw 
his countenance. At once obcdien.*c was changed into rebellion. 
The Priest who had just stigmatised unlicensed ministration as 
worse than infidelity, himself continued tip officiate Ibr many 
months after his licence was cancelled. M^hcn he loft the 
island, the extreme section of his partisans went yet farther. ** 
Por the Biih(^ having, in the meanwhile, given a licence to the 
Gt)vernment Chaplain, they refused to acknowledge its validity, 
<m the ground that it was granted to a notorious schismatic. 
And when the Bishop desired them to. recognise his nominee, 

' as the only clergyman acting there under Episcopal authority,* § 
they replied by new citations from the Fathers, directing ^e 
faithful to resist heretical bishops, and opened a church on in¬ 
dependent principles.! * 

All this insubordination is defended by the Tractarian party 
on the ground of a higher allegiance. ‘ The Ohm*eh of their 

* baptism’ is in danger, and they must defend it even against the 
successors of the Apostles. But here they are assailed by their 
Ilomish friends wdth the question, how they can venture, on 
their private judgment, to pronounce a successor of the Apostles 
guilty of heresy ? Confounded by this difficulty, many of them 
are driven to renounce Church, baptism, and all. Some, indeed, 
have contrived to renounce their baptism without quitting their 
Church, which is stranger'’still. One of their leaders, in a 
work which he has lately published upon the Greek Church, 
openly avows that on the 24th of July, 1851, he presented a 

* Above-mentioned Blue Book, p. 146. ’ 

t Ibid. ^ I Ibid. p. 186. 

§ Letter of the Bishop of London, September 1,1852 (quoted from 
the‘Guardian’). * 

I ‘ I have reopened our church,’ says their minister, * falling back 
‘ upon the general mission possessed by every priest for acting in special 

* emergencies.* ( Guardian^ Dec. 29.1852.) 

VOL. XOYIII. NO. CC. 
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docmnent to the Patriarch of Constantinople, wherein he stated 
that, ‘ finding himself oppressed within the Anglican pale by a 

* jnaiority of heterodox, careless, or weak. members,* he * was 

* desirous of obtaining admission into the orthodox Communion; ’ 
and that, to this end, he * teas willing to own the defective character 

* of his former baptism^ and to submit to conditional immersion,'* 
The clergyman who thus proposed to renounce his baptism still 
retains his fellowship; and the Tractarian organ mentions his 
conduct without a word of censure. 

The party whose salient features we have thus attempted to 
sketch, is (as we have intimated) more noisy than numerous. 
Its cTiief habitats in England are the two SQuth-western dio¬ 
ceses ; and wo often find in the advertisements for curacies in 
the ‘Guardian,’ a proviso that the appointnjent must be in 
Exeter, or Bath and Wells. Another favoured haunt of the 
sect is among the Episcopalian Non-conformists of Scotland. 
These descendants of the Non-jurors,' whose worship was, within 
living memory, subjected to the penalties of the law, still retain 
the spirit and temper, as well as the Liturgy, of Laud. Their 
bishops are elected solely by the clergy, and the clergy of each 
diocese average from ten to twenty in number.f It is natural 
that these funciionarles should make up for their want of tem¬ 
poral importance by exalting their spiritual dignity. Their 
communion affords a refuge to those who, though disgusted 
with the P]^oiestantism of the Church of England, cannot quite 
resolve to join the Church of Borne.^ Several of these seceders 
have been elected to Scotch ‘ Bishoprics,’ and amuse themselves 
harmlessly with playing at prelacy. For here they can lord it 
safely over their tiny flocks, and can wield the power of the 
keys without setting the countrydn a flame. Wc rejoice, how- 

* Quoted by the ‘Guardian ’(March 23. 1853), from a work on the 
Orthodox Greek Church by Mr. Palmer, Fellow of Magdalen College, 
Oxford. "VVliat would the Fellows of Magdalen of IGSSfaave thought 
of their modern successor ? 

, The three smallest Scotch ‘Dioceses’ contained in 1852 only 13 
clergy apiece. The other day there was a fierce contest for the election 
of‘the Bishop of St. Andrews.’ Sixteen clergy were brought to the 
poll, 8 on one side and 8 on the otlier, and the successful candidate, 
Mr. Wordsjvorth, was so far from affecting the nolo episcopari that he 
gave a casting vote for himself. It is but justice to say that he de¬ 
served a much higher honour than that thus obtained, being a man of 
real learning, and one who has done much for the cause of Christian 
education. 

I We find from the official accounts that half the clei^y now offi- 
daiing as l^iscopalian Non-conformists in Scotland were ordained in 
the English Church. 
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ever, that they have lately been restrained Trotn publieliing 
their excommunications against those who ..differ from them, by 
the decision of the Courts of Law, that such publication is li¬ 
bellous.* 

Tractarianism also flourishes in some of our Colonies, where 
members of the party have been sent out as bishops. ’ We have 
alresidy expressed our hearty sympathy witli the establishment 
of a Colonial episcopate; and we therefore can more freely lament 
the mistakes made in some of the appointments towards the 
close of Archbishop Howley’s life. The Government very 
properly consulted the Archbishop on these nominations (the 
endowments havkig been subscribed by members of the Church), 
and the Archbishop having latterly fallen under the guidance 
of a small clique of Romanizing clergy, several bishoprics were 
given to their partisans. Thus we find it stated in a protest 
of some cletgymen at Cape Town, that six out of*.,,every seven 
clergy in that diocesq are High Churchmen.f The f Guardian* 
applauds the Bishop for having reduced the Low Church to 
this insignificant minority. We own, that to us, such a victory 
shows neither the gentleness of the dove, nor the wisdom of the 
serpejjt. We wqre nsminded by it that the same bishop, on his 
way to his own see, invaded a foreign island, and +here publicly 
pronounced the British chaplain appointed by Her Majesty, a 
* schismatic,’ and the Consular Chapel a ^ schismatical place of 
‘ worship.’t We trembled for the Church, when we found 
that this prelate had arrived in England to claim a seat 
in Convocation. Had his claim been conceded, we suppose 
that the more ambitious Colonial bishops Avould have resided 
permanently in the Metropolis, and appointed deputies to per¬ 
form their diocesan duties. As it is, some of them seem to 
spend half their time here, and we never see an account of any 
public festivity during the London season, Avithout finding three 
or four of these JSpiscopi minarum gentium among the company. 
Xavier never returned from India, to play the courtier at 
Madrid; and, unless our Colonial bishoprics be given to men 
of Xavier’s spirit, they have been created in vain. 

The Tractarians are essentially a clerical party, and have but 
few lay retainers. Nor have they sufficient wealth and in¬ 
fluence to attract so large a body of trading members as the 
Recordites. Still these followers of Avorthy Master Byends 


* In the case of Sir W. Dunbar v. the^ Titular Bishop of 
Aberdeen. 

t Guardian, Dec. 29.1852. 

$ See the Parliamentary Blue Book on Madeira, pp. 142. and 204. 
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are not altogether wanting in the advertising columns of the 
Tractarian press. Pedagogues and schoolmistresses make, as 
before, the principal figure. There we find several ‘ establish- 
‘ ments’ where ‘ the pupils have the great advantage of attending 
‘ the morning and evening prayers of the Qiurch ; ’ and we are 
invited to send our sons to receive a * Classical and Anglo- 
‘ Catholic education,’ where ‘ a limited number of pupils are 
' received^ and where, * N. B, The Daily Service will be-used* 
Nor can we hesitate to place our daughters under the shadow 
of Episcopal protection in ‘ St. Margarets College^ Crieff^ Perth- 
* shire^for the education of young ladies. Visitor, the Bishop 
‘ of St. Andrews. * * * Dancing, Madame Apolline Zuingl€?\ 
Besides this class of advertisers, there are a few Tractarian 
tailors, who proclaim the merit of their clerical frock~coats and 
cassock waistcoats; several High-Church haberdashersi who 
supply offertory bags, and clothe the altar and the credence- 
table with medimval millinery; ™and one undertaker, who pro»* 
fesses (mirabile dicta) to make Anglo-Catholic coffins! But tlie 
most formidable tradesman of the party we have ever encoun¬ 
tered was a polemical dentist, into whose hands it was once our 
unhappy lot to fall. We were' ignorant of his ecclesiastical 
politics, and made an incautious reply to his first question, 
wherein he pressed for our opinion on the character of the 
Primate. Bitterly did \vc repent* our folly. Plunging his 
brad-awl (c^j: whatever that horrid instrument is called) right into 
the nerve of the tooth which he was stopping, he sternly cor¬ 
rected our heterodoxy, and consigned the Archbishop to the 
company of Judsis. We instantly assented, tried to retract our 
previous blunder, gave up the Metropolitan to his doom, and 
inwardly acknowledged that martyrdom was not our vocation. 
But it was too late. Our jaw was ruthlessly seized, and speech 
was thenceforth impossible. During the sucsceeding hour, 
‘ stretched on the rack of a too easy chair,’ we listened to a 
lecture on the Gorham controversy, while every point of the 
discourse was emphasised by an excruciating poke into the living 
heart of the tooth. Vain were our attempts at recantation, 
vain our shrieks of agony. The merciless operator continued 
to storm against heresy, and stab against the nerve, till he 
thought he had punished us sufficiently. At last we were al¬ 
lowed to rise, with aching jaws, better qualified to appreciate 
the logic of Torquemada, and vowing that we had rather spend 
an hour even under a liccordite expounder th 9 .n under a 
Komanizing dentist. 

* From the English Churchman. 


f Guardian, July, 1852. 
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Such proselytes, however, are very rare among the middle and 
lower classes. Indeed, the chief mischief done by the Tracta- 
rians is that they alienate these classes from the Establishment. 
The accession of a Tractarian rector is always followed by the 
overcrowding of old conventicles, and the erection of new ones. 
Not long ago, a worthy yeoman told us that he had bein con¬ 
sulted by the farmers of a neighbouring parish, on a knotty 
ecclesiastical question. They had resolved, they said, to build 
a meeting house of their own, because their parson was a Papist. 
But they had not decided on the sect to which they should 
adhere, and came to ask their friend, who was a great authority 
among them, for his advice^to guide their choice. At first he 
exhorted them to continue their attendance at church, and wait 
for better times. But finding that he could not'^)ifevail, he 
finally recommended them to erect a Wesleyan Chapel. ‘T 
‘ thought. Sir,’ said he, ‘ as they would have a meeting house, 
that the Methodies was the nearest to the Church.’ The 
clergyman who has thus succeeded in driving half his hearers 
into Dissent, seems often rather pleased than otherwise at his 
achievement. He congratulates himself that he has winnowed 
the corn, and fairly separated the chaff from the wheat. ‘ I 
‘ have only twenty people now who come to church,’ said a 
country rector—* but they are all sound churchmen.’ More¬ 
over, such a priest feels his labours lessened by the desertion, as 
he is not bound to take any charge of his schismatical parish¬ 
ioners, and gives himself no fartlier trouble about them, except 
that of crossing himself and spitting on the ground when he- 
passes the Zion or Bethesda where they assemble.* 


This exaggerated manifestation of High Cliurch principles,, 
mischievous though it be, is less disgusting than the stagnant 
form of the same party, which was so widely diffused in the 
good old days of Eldonian Torjdsm. Its adherents, always in¬ 
dolent and ignorant, were once politically formidable by their 


* A clergyman of this party was walking with a friend through a 
great manufacturing town. As they passed a large and ugly building, 

* How frightful,’ said his friend, * that St. Matthew’s church is! ’ 
‘Church!’ exclaimed the other, ‘Is it a church ? I always took it 
‘ for a dissenting chapel, and treated it as such. I hope I may be 
‘ pardoned. ‘ What do yon mean,’ inquired his friend, ‘ by treating 
‘ it as such ?* ‘ Why* replied the first, ‘ whenever I pass a Dissenting 
‘ chapel I cross myself, spit upon the ground, and say, Get thee behind 

* me Satan^ It is fair to mention, however, that this gentleman has 
since joined the Church of Home. 
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numberB and their wealth. Now they are fallen from their high 
estate, and are contemptuously denominated the ‘ High and Dry’; 
just as the parallel dcvelppment of the Low Church is nicknamed 

* Low and Slow.* There is so much analogy between these two 
fraternities, that it is best to consider them tc^ether. Their 
professed doctrines, indeed, arc dissimilar, but these are only 
accidentally adopted, and make no essential distinction. In 
sluggish mediocrity, in hatred of zeal, in dread of innovation, in 
abuse of Dissent, they are in perfect harmony. Tiie blundering 
and languid utterance, the want of life and fire in their style, 
the absence of anything in look, voice, or manner, which could 
touch the heart of their hearers, characterises both alike. If they 
write their own sermons, it is ‘ with drops of opium upon leaves 
‘ of lead’; ’ and such is the narcotic cftect of these discourses that 
the most attentive listener can hardly retain his consciousness 
long enough to discover whether the preacher is to be classed 
among the ‘ Dry’ or the ‘ Slow.’ Indeed, a sermon of either 
class might often be turned into one of the other, by simply 
substituting ‘ Church ’ for ‘ Gospel,’ or vice versa, throughout the 
soporific pages. The only difference is, that the minister of the 
‘Slow’ school, if he has a town congregation, sometimes soars 
into heights of rhetoric never attempted by his drier brethren. 
In such a case we can easily detect the use which the preacher 
has made of his Dictionary of Similes and his Vocabulary of 
Synonyms. ^Perhaps there may be more of doctrine in the ‘ Slow ’ 
discourse, more of ethics in the ‘ Dry.’ Yet from such lips, truths 
the most awful and awakening fall fiat and dead, and ]>recepts 
of the purest morality become drowsy commonplace. But hap~ 
pily many of these w'-orthies are wise enough to eschew original 
composition altogether. We find that both sections are provided 
with the means of escaping this laborious task, and yet deceiving 
the eyes of their congregation. The terms on w'hich the ‘High 
‘ and Dry’, are su])plied, ^pcar from the following monthly no¬ 
tice in the ‘Guardian’: ‘To the Clekgy exclusively, 

* parochial labours, ^c. preclude the possibility of composition, 

‘ The four plain practical sermons for February printed in MA- 
‘ NUSCRIPT LITHOGRAPHY, {very legible) will be ready for 
‘ delivery on January 21. Price of each set of four sermons 8s. 

‘ . . . . The services of a clergyman of great experience and un- 

* questionable soundness and moderation have beat engaged to wnte 

* these sermons for the publisher'* To the ‘Low and Slow’ clergy, 
on the other hand, a similar announcement is made in the 
columns of the ‘Eecord’: ‘ Important to CLEiiGYMEN. A few 


* Guardian, Jan. 1853. 
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‘ sets of Dr. Truder*s facsimile manuscript sermons may still be 
* procured at the low price of half a guinea /pr the set of a hun-: 
< dred sermons.** This is cheap indeed I Why should the ‘Dry’ 
be charged 2s a sermon, when their brethren are thus proyid^ 
with twenty for the same sum ? We cannot think* that any 
difference in the value of the article can account for this enear- 
mous disparity in the price. Probably Dr. Truslejr’s manuscript 
is not so ‘very legible’ as his rival’s, nnd the typographical 
superiority may explain the pecuniary disproportron. ^ 

The performance of service by these two cognate schools, 
is still more alike than their style of preaching. Slothful 
negligence and unfeeling stupidity is the pervading character 6f 
all their ministrations. The Church furniture is shabl^, the 
music bad, the prayers mumbled, and the lessonssmouthed.'f' 
Even in our Cathedrals themselves, where perfect architecture, 
venerable associations, and all appliances for vocal and insyru? 
mental harmony, would seem to insure to our Liturgy its 
fullest devotional effect, it is sometimes turned into burlesque 
by the slovenly irrever^ce of such performers. As an 
example, we will mention a scene which occurred in ^qne of 
these Diocesan Churches, where the Prebendaries arc bound to 
attend daily prayers for twenty-one days continuously m every 
year; the rule being that if a Prebendary misses a single 
service, he must begin his twenty-one days over again. One 
day an old Prebendary (high, dry, and gouty) canie^liuiping into 
his stall a minute after tbe service had begmi* The ^ Dean 
immediately turned to him and exclaimed, ‘ You must begin 
‘ again. Sir.’ ‘ Do "you hear, Sii^ wliat the Dean siiys to you? ’ 
shouted the Prebendary to the intoning Minor Canon — *he 
‘ tells you to begin the service again.’ The inferior officer 
humbly obeyed/'and complete victory crowned the Prebendal 
stratagem. 

The two stagnant parties both agr^ in dislike of .excitement 
and love for ji <piiet life. The ‘ Slo\^ ’ school, how'ever, being 
generally quartered in the to^vns, and* maintained in some 
measure by pew rents, have no dislike to a crowded audience; 

-:---sr— ■ 

* Record, Nov. 11.1852. " » , * 

f Many clergy of both these schools misplace all the aspirates, and 
some, in reading the Lessons, adopt the itile bf emphasising all the 
words printed in italics, wh)eh #are really the leastj^emphatic, being 
those supplied by the translators to complete the s^^nse.. We have 
ourselves heard a clergyman of the ‘Low ahd’Slow* school, produce 
nri effect irresistibly comic by apfilying this principle iri reading the 
following verse, ‘ The Prophet spake unto hie sons, saying, sadSe me 
‘ the ass. And they saddled HIM* 
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on the contrary, they sigh bitterly ovci: the vacant seats which 
too faithfully reflect the Vacancy of their discourses. The * High 

* and Dry,’ on the other hand, being usually possessed of per¬ 
manent endowments, have a positive abhorrence of a throng. 
One of this party, an old Fellow of Queen’s College, Cambridge 
(now dead), held a living in the town. During his absence in a 
long vacation^,, he employed a deputy, who unexpectedly turned 
out a popular pseachen The whole aspect of the church was 
soon ^tered. * From the emptiest church in Cambridge it 
became the fullest, and even in the passages standing room was 
hard to find. News of the metamor])ho&is reached the old 
incumbent in his country retreat, and he was at first a great 
deal discomposed. But after a few moments of meditation, he 
exclaimed, * Filled my church, has he ? nev er mind. I’ll under- 
‘ take to empty it in a fortnight.’ We need not afld, that the 
prediction was literally accomplibhed. 

In their parochial adniiuibtration, it is quite impossible to 
distinguish the representativeg of one foiip of stagnation from 
those of the ot)^er. Both arc equally negligent of their duties; 
both equally tenacious of their cnioliimcfits. When the Koyal 
Commission was appointed, in 1849, for the subdivision of large 
parifchea^ one of the first letters which they received, was from 
the incumbent of an enormous parish with a population of many 
thoustmds under his charge. I'hc Commissioners expected that 
it would contain an appeal for their assistance in the object 
which^must be* next his heart, an increased provision for the 
spiritual .(destitution of his flock. But tlie writer was of the 
‘ Iligb aiid,X)r\ ’ school; .uid lus letter was at) urgent rcpiesen- 
tation of the danger that loss of fees might result to the 
Tnciimbent by the subdivirion of Ecclesiastical districts. Subse¬ 
quently the o])ject of the Commission was exjdained to this 
worthy pastor, and he w as urged to consider the importance of 
providing least one dey^man to every five or six thousand 
souls. His reply was candid: — ‘ They may do what they like 
‘ with the souls provided tlicy leave us the fees.’ 

The main difference between these two species of drones, is 
a difference of wealth and position. As a gener|l rule, the 

* High and Dry* aic rich, the * Low and Slow" arc poor. 
Both disgust us, bpt the*fo^ner excite our indignation, the 
la;^ter our pity. The fonhcn^ however, are a class still indeed too 
numerous, but Irapidly dying outl the latter, though compara¬ 
tively few at present, are r^gpidly increasing. To them belong 
tbc uninterasting ministers who fill so many of the livings 
recently created; the incumbents of new districts, with large 
population and small endowment. Poor, as their preferment is. 
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it IB a temptation to the idle sons of amblfions shopkeepers, who 
enter the clerical profession to jraise themselves in society, but 
whose training is not such as to raise them in moral or 
intellectual rank. It is to be feared, indeed, fhat so long 
as the process of multiplying poor incumbencies goes on 
(essential as it is to the very existence of the Church), without a 
corresponding improvement in clerical education, it must result 
in loweiing the standard of the profession both in mipd and 
manners, and assimilating it to that which now characterises the 
peasant clergy of Wales and Cumberland. 

On the other hand, tho most conspicuous among the * High 

* and Dry ’ men are the relatives or iavourites of prelates long 
defunct, who flouribhed in those rasy-going days when plurali¬ 
ties were not yet forbidden, nor siuccuies abolished. Their 
youth was not fed with dreams of Catholic ideals, but inspired 
with moie substantial visions of the comforts of an *establish- 
•* ment;’ 

* Wherein are various’ranks, and due degrees; 

I he Bench for honour, and the Stall for ease.* 

Their fortune was often made for them before they left the 
nursery. No sooner had they quitted C/ollegc, than they 
became dignitaries of the Chui,'ch. Prebends, rectories, and 
archdeaconries seemed to have been created thilt these children 
of the purple might take their ease, cat, diink, iind be ineri’y. 
Nor was public opinion then sliockcd by such* nepotism. But 
that generation has passed aw ay; and only a few relics of its 
abuses linger in the pages of the Clei^y Hist, to point the moral 
of the Church reformer, or ad 9 m the talc of the demagogue. 
We could almo'.t j)ity the last survivors of that well-fed race, 
who are left bloated with pluralities and gorged witlf sinecures, 
to endure the ihdignant scoffb of a reforming age. They were 
but ordinary specimens of (heir breed, but tlicir brethren, have 
been swept away by the receding tide, and they lie stranded on 
the shoic. By this i>erver&lty of fate they ate doomed to gasp* 
out their latest breath under the harpoons of a crowd of satirists. 

* Ilsec datii poena, diu vivcnjj^bus! ’ ' * * 

These, however, never formed th(¥ bulk of their jlarty, 
although they were its natural eliiefs. Xt@ main body consisted ' 
of country parsons, with fat rectories and fatter heads, whose 
numbers have been jthinned down by the advance of intelligence, 
and the increase of religious feeling in the* cli^s from whicli 
they spring. Though never a thcologicai ^ar^, fihey once 
formed a strohg and rampant faction. Bat now their day is 
over; though still individually numerous, they have no collective 
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objects, and have almost ceased to inflaence. the course of 
ecclesiastical politics. ^ 

r 

Side by side with these various shades of High and Low 
Church, another party of a different character has always existed 
in the Church of England. It is called by different names; 

, Moderate, Catholic, or Broad Church, by its friends; Latitu- 
dinarian or Indifferent by its enemies. Its distinctive character 
is the desire of fcomprehension. Its watchwords are Charity 
and Toleration. Its adherents love the Church of England 
for that very peculiarity which has most provoked the criticism 
of her detractors. She, is reproached by Home with Puritanism, 
by Geneva with Popery. Nay, some among her children lament 
that she has given too much colour to such reproaches. The 
Tractariau complains that she teaches ^ with the stammering 
‘lips of ambiguous formularies’*; that ^e tolerates heterodoxy, 
and has no thunders for the Calvinist or the Envstiar. The 
Recordite, on the other side, owns with a sigh that her Baptismal 
Service is calculated to mislead, and her Catechism hard to 
reconcile with Scripture. Her catholic Sons, on the contrary, 
consider this balanced and cbmjiromising chaft-acter as among her 
greatest claims to their admiration. If ‘ they wish for any 
change, it is only that the same principle should be pushed still 
farther. For they believe that the superficial differences 
between Chr^tians are as nothing in coiiijiarison with their 
essential agreement; and they arc willing tlnit the portals of 
the church sj^ould be flung as widely open as the gates of 
Heaven. / 

The doctrines taught by this party are the same in which 
both High and Low Church are agreed, ^he Incarnation and 
the Atonement, conversion by Grace, and justification by Faith, 
are fundamental articles of their creed. They only differ from 
their brethren in believing that those doctrines have virtually 
been held by all Christians in every ^e; by Loyola and 
Xavier, not less truly though less efearfy than by Latimer 
and Ridley. Yet though thus willing to own the Romanists 
as brethren, they are sincere and even fervent i^otestants. 
But they conceive the*^ essence of^ Popefy to consist not in 
points of metaphysical^theology, ^but in the ascription of magic 
virtue to outward acts; and against this idolatrous superstition 
they protest, whether it manifests itself in the Puritan or 
tlie Papist. Thei^ othe|r tenets may be generally "described 
by saying that tliey embrace the positive and reject the 

—I-- 

* Tract, No. 90. (1st. ed.) 
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ne«nitive side of the An^ican and the i^T»ngelical systems. 
They join both in their exhortations, neither in their excom¬ 
munications. With the Low Church, they teach that Scripture 
is the only rule of faith ; but hence they deduce a conclusion 
which many Low Churchmen would repudiate, that all who 
believe the Scripture are members of the household of faith. 
With the High Church, they affirm the doctrine of Judgment 
by Works; and thence infer that salvation depends not upon 
the ritual but the life; that the fruits of the Spirit are^ the 
sole criterion of the Spirit’s presence. A characteiistic feature 
of their theology is the prominence which it gives to the 
idea of the Visile Church; an idea ignored in the teaching of 
the Evangelicals, and excluded from the creed of the Kecordites. 
On tliis point the views of the Broad Party approach those of 
the High Churchmen; from wliich they differ principally in not 
restricting the universal commonwealth to any single form of 
outward government. They hold the Church to be a society 
divinely instituted for the purpose of manifesting Grod’s presence,' 
and bearing witness to his attributes, by their reflection in ita 
ordinances and in its members. If its ideal were fully embodied 
in its actual constitution, * it would remind us daily of God, and 
‘ work upon the habits of our life as insensibly as the air we 
^ breathe.’* For this end it should revive many good practices 
which save even a corrupt Church from utter putrefaction; 
such as ‘ daily services, frequent communions, mepiorials of our 

* Christian calling presented to our notice in crosses and way- 
' side oratories ; commemorations to holy men of all times and 

* countries; religious orders, especially of women, of different 

* kinds and under different rules, delivered only from the snare 
‘ and sin of perpetual vows.’t By these and other means they 
believe that it was designed, und that it is still destined, to 
realise the idea of Christian Brotherhood, and to be the true 
sign from Heaven for the conversion of the world. 

This doctrine has not been to its votaries an idle dream'. The 
writer who dwelt on it most fondly, and advocated it most 
earnestly, exemplified his theory with no insignificant results, 
though on, a miniature scale. In his government of the public 
school committed to his care, he worked upon the model of that 
Christian commonwealth which was never absent ■ from his 
imagination. The great reform wrought in the education of the. 
upper ranks, with itsjmany far-reaching conl^equences, is ascribed 
by all psiHies to his efforts, and has been in no small measure 


* Arnold's Sermons, vol. iv. p. 307. 
f Ibid., Introduction, p. 56. 
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accomplished hy his disciples. The same views and feelings 
stimulate the exertions of those who are seeking to revive a 
time ecclesiastical goveitiment, and to |:eanimate the Church, by 
giving back those functions to her members which are now 
usurped by her ministers. Men who see in such a revival the 
best hope of Christianising her people, are eager to seize upon 
every feature of her actual constitution which favours their 
objects; to restore the order of deacons; to give modern duties 
to cathedral chapters; and generally, to breathe new life into 
all dead fo^s which are susceptible of adaptation to the wants 
of a living world. 

But these wider schemes and aspirations do not lead them to 
neglect the work which they can already do wdth the actual means 
within their reach. The parochial clergy of this school look 
upon their essential function to be not merely ‘ to preach the 
‘Gospel,’ or ‘ to set forth the ordinances of the Church,’—but to 
promote the highest good of every person under their charge. 
With this object before them, they consider their labours in the 
pulpit as but a small part of their office. Everything which 
can tend to the moral progress of their flock is comprised in the 
circle of their duties. The great advance which has been lately 
made in the secular instruction of the poor, is almost wholly due 
to this party in the Church. One of its members* was the first 
to show, both by precept and example, the kind of teaching 
really require^ by the people. He proved by his own success, 
that the children of an ordinary parochial school may be taught 
not merely to say by rote, but to understand and apply, the 
elements of natural science and of geometry. And he solved a 
still more difficult problem, by rendering such a school self- 
supporting. His books are now the manuals of every well 
trained schoolmaster, and his methods are adopted in all well 
managed schools. 

Again we owe to this party the most successful efforts which 
have been made to reclaim the artisans of the Metropolis from 
the infidelity in which they are so generally sunk. Mr, 
Maurice has set the example of dealing with this difficulty in 
a frank and manly spirit, making himself the sympathising 
friend of those whose errors he was anxious to remove. Mr, 
Wilson, who, in his factory schools at Vauxhall, has carried on 
the some good work with still more success, and on a larger 

* Mr. Dawes, now Dean of Hereford. Every one interested in 
popular education must be familiar with the full account of his labours 
at King’s Sombourne, given in the snccessi'ie volumes of the Mitiutes 
of the Committee of Council since 1847. 
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scale, states that he undertook his noble task as a disciple of 
Arnold. 

By men like-minded with these, the humanizing influence of 
amusement has been brought to aid in the regeneration of the 
humbler classes; and religion is represented, not as sternly 
checking, but as sanctioning and augmenting, the pleasures of 
the poor. It is no slight cause of thankfulness, to hear that 
there are manufacturing villages in Yorkshire, where* under the 
superintendence of the clergyman, Handel’jg Messiah is performed 
by the operatives of the mills. Such cases arc becoming daily 
more common; and in parishes thus administered we are sure 
to find the attractions of the alehouse and the ginshop, 
gradually superseded by those of cricket clubs and chess clubsj, 
reading rooms, singing classes, and excursion trains. 

In such measures, and generally in all the good works of the 
Broad Church party, two sections co-operate, which we may 
call, for the sake of distinctness, its theoretical and anti- 
theoretical sections. The opinions which wc have ascribed to 
the party, are those of its theoretical members; and from these 
many of the other section would shrink with alarm. For, 
although they sympathise in the love of comprehension, which 
distinguishes their more advanced friends, yet they do not allow 
themselves to speculate on any relaxation of the terms of 
communion at present fixed by the Church. They advocate the 
fullest toleration of all within the pale, from^Mr. Gorham to Mr. 
Bennett; the case of those without, they considet beyond their 
jurisdiction. This portion of the party, if less liberal than the 
other, is probably not less useful. By the absence of wide 
general views and speculative tendencies, they are less likely to 
provoke professional prejudice; and thus they are enabled more 
effectually to pursue the work of their calling, without let or 
hindrance. They arc characterised by cordially throwing them¬ 
selves into the existing system of the Church, and casting their 
doctrines and their minds into the mould of her twofold 
teaching. They neither stultify the Articles, nor mutilate the 
Liturgy; but heartily embrace the truths presented to them in 
each under a different aspect. They join the societies and 
exert themselves for the objects both of the Anglicans and the 
Evangelicals. They will not allow themselves to feel jealousy 
or suspicion towards any party which professes to fight under 
the banner of the Church. By this line of action, w'hen pursued 
with a manly singleness of purpose, they often avoid the 
enmity which proverbially dogs middle courses, and sometimes 
even win universal popularity. No better example of such 
results from such conduct can be given, than the unanimous 
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approbation elicited by the recent appointment of Dr. Jackson 
to the see of Lincoln. 

It will appear from what we have said) that the Broad 
Church arc, to the middle of the nineteenth century, what the 
Low Church were to its beginning,—the originators of epclesias* 
tical reform, and the pioneers of moral progress. But there is 
one important difference between the two cases. The Evange¬ 
licals were united closely to one another, they acted as a 
compact body, they combined to carry common objects, 
and their views were advocated in Parliament by able represen¬ 
tatives. The Catholics, on the other hand, have so little 
organisation or mutual concert of any kind, that they can 
scarcely be called a party at all. They are even destitute 
of that instrument, which every fractional subdivision of the 
smallest sects possesses, an organ in the periodical press. This is 
the more remarkable because among their ranks is comprehended 
almost every living clerical author whose name is distinguished 
in literature or science. There are in the present duy, clergymen 
who have richly contributed to Classical Philology, to the 
Mathematical Sciences, to the Physical Sciences, to Secular 
History, to Ecclesiastical History, to Poetry, and to general 
literature. But all, with hardly a single exception, are Broad 
Churchmen. In theology, it is true, other parties have pro¬ 
duced works of merit; but even there, the most valuable and 
original additions to the national stock have proceeded from the 
same quarter.^ Yet this school of opinion, so rich in eminent 
writers, is unrepresented in the press, except by the isolated 
publications of individuals. The reason of this is not hard to 
find. It is always easier to keep together, a body of partisans 
on a narrow than on a comprehensive basis. The watchwords 
of party should be battle-cries, not notes of peace. The 
Catholic Christian, indeed, is engaged in warfore; but it 
is against moral evil, not against opposing sects; his weapons 
are self-denial, holiness, and love, weapons less easy to wield 
than excommunications and interdicts. It is not difficult 
to raise an army for the assault of Rome, or for a crusade 
against Geneva; but the Flesh and the Devil are less definite 
antagonists; and sometimes while we think we are in arms 
against them, we are really fighting on their side. A common 
hate is the cement to consolidate a party. 

The only thing which would force the Broad party into an 
organised alliance, would be the revival of a representative as¬ 
sembly of -the Church. In the deliberations of such a body, 
they would be compelled to a visible union, by co-operating in 
one line of action. Thus they would no doubt be enabled to 
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effect more than they can at piesent; but, on the other hand, 
they could scarcely escape the vices of partisanship, from which 

they are now ezempt. ( ^ 

The Catholic views of this School are assailed, as might be 
expected, both by High and Low. One of the favourite argu¬ 
ments against them, is neither more nOr less than the old Chry- 
sippian sophism: * Yon are willing,* says the objector, * to 
* include botii A and B within the Church, on the ground that 
'there is no vital difference between them. .But there is as little 
‘ difference between B and C, between C and D, between D and 
' E, and so on. On your principles, then, why should you not 
‘ include all the letters of the alphabet ? In other words, if Or. 

' Pusey and Mr. Gorham are both admissible, how can you 
‘exclude the tTnitarian, the,Jew, the Deist, and the P^theist?’ 
This is easily answered by a retort; for the objector is himself 
willing to admit all the A’s, the big A, and the little A, the 
black-letter A, and the Italian A; and he is as unable as *hi8 
antagonist to show a gulf separating the last whom he admits 
from the first whom he excludes. ^ 

But another and more serious objection remains. It is said 
that this easy comprehension leads too often to careless coldness; 
that universal toleration is usually associated with universal in¬ 
difference. It cannot be denied that this charge contains some 
ground of truth. The Catholic tendency of mind has its pecu¬ 
liar dangers, .no less than the exclusive. The Broad-Church 
principles have (like those of their opponents), been pushed into 
exa^eration, and have sunk into stagnation. Restless spirits 
will proceed from the negation of dogmatic infallibility to Pyr- 
rhonian scepticism. Sluggish natures will freeze without the-* 
fire of fanaticism. I'lic natural indolence of men causes them 
to pass from the toleration of unimportant differences to the 
belief that all differences are unimportant. Thus, in the last 
century, the comprehensive Christianity of Tillotson and Burnet 
degenerated into the worldliness of the Sadducean Hoadly.* 

* Hoadly defepds (in his ‘Reasonableness of (Conformity’) the 
practice of signing the Articles without believing them. Hume’s cor¬ 
respondence contains his reply to a young clergyman, who had con¬ 
fessed his disbelief in Christianity, and asked the philosopher’s advice. 
Hume recommends him ‘to adhere to the ecclesiaslp^ profession 
‘in which he may have so good a patron ; for civil employmetfts for 
‘ men of letters can scarcely be found. It is putting too great a respect 
‘ on the vulgar, and on their superstitions, to pique oneself jou sincerity 
‘ with regard to them. The ecclesiastical profession only ad^s a little 
‘ more to the innocent dissimulation without which it is imposuble to 
‘ pass through the world.’ {Burton*s Hume^ vol. ii. p. 187.) Scott’s 
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And the unbelieving petitioners of the Feathers’ Tavern * re- 
presented the opinions of many hundi'eds of their brethren whose 
scepticism was mani^sted, not, by public protests, but by silent 
neglect of their duties and selfish devotion to their interests. 
But though the triple subdivision may be traced in the Broad 
party as well as in the others, yet its deoasements have this pecu¬ 
liarity; that its exaggerated can hardljr be separated from its 
stagnant form. For indifference to truth naturally leads to 
sensualism; and the sensualist is naturally indifferent to truth. 
The most universal sceptic believes in pleasure; the idolater of 
pleasure has no faith in God. * 

It is true that, at present, the comprehensive party in the 
Church cannot be accused of coldness or want of energy. Arnold 
was no indifferentist, and his followers have been no Epicu¬ 
reans. Nor have these opinions been, in our own days, the 
stepping-stone to infidelity. On the contrary, the unbelievers 
age and country have come from the ranks of the 
Puritans or the Ro|nanists. Yet the history of the last cen¬ 
tury faay well furnish a* warning to the adherents of this 
theology. Their zeal not being sustained by conflict against 
antagonistic sects, hts double need to be kept alive by purer 
stimulants. Their mental tendency Icad^ them to make light 
of differences of opinion; but, if they feel tempted to imagine 
that Truth itself is matter of opinion, and Belief of no avail, 
let th^ learn from history no less than Scripture, that Faith 
is the victory which overcometh the world. And let them re¬ 
member that such faith is not a speculative theory, but a 
practical thicrgy; and that it will sicken and die, if it be not 

‘f^Force of Truth * is a remarkable autobiograpliy of a man who was 
ordained on the same principles. 

* In 1772,250 clergymen presented this Feathfe’. Tavern Petition 
to Parliament. Its prayer was that tlie Petitioners might be * relieved* 
from subscription to th(?fethirty-nine Articles, ‘and restored to tbeir 
‘ rights, as Protestants, of interpreting Scripture for themselves, with- 
‘out being bound by any human explications thereof.’ The whole 
Petition, which is too long to quote here, is the mo|t naive avowal of 
dishonesty on record, and leaves the modern advqjcates of a ‘non- 
* natural sense’ far behind. Paley, in the pamphlet which he published 
in defence of these Petitioners, acknowledges that they-‘continue in 
‘the Churchyrithout being able to reconcile to their belief every, pro- 
‘ position imposed upon them by subscription ;* and speaks of them as 
‘ impatient under the yoke ’ (Palet/'s collected Workst p- 362.). This 
pamphlet was published anonymously at the time, and it is said that 
■wheq Paley was himself urged te!,,sign the Petition on the ground that 
he ‘ was bound in conscience' to do so, he replied that he ‘ was too 
‘poor to keep a conscience.’ 
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fed by acts of devotion, by habits of prayer, by devils of self- 
denial, by exercises of love. If they would *8ave it from ex¬ 
tinction, and their own souls from moral ruin, let them visit 
the fatherless and widows in their affliction, and keep them¬ 
selves unspotted from the world. 

» 

« 

To ascertain the Mativc strength of the different sections into 
•which the Church of England is divided, is not an easy task. 
At first it might be thought that the proctors elected to represent 
the Clcrgv in Convocation would furnish data for such a calott- 
lation. But these elections have become mere forms, and are 
seldom contested; and even in the few contests which have oc¬ 
curred, a very small proportion of the electors has taken part. 
The income of the different religious societies w'ould give an 
clement for determining the resources of the parties by which 
they arc respectively supported: but it is impossible to fin^ a^^y 
society supported by only a single party. We may, however, 
deduce from this source some information hearing on the ques¬ 
tion. The subscriptions to the Church Missionary Society, 
amount to about 100,000/. a year; those''to the Propagation 
Society to about 50,000/. The former is supported by all shades 
of Low Church and Broad Church; the latter by all shades of 
High Church and Broad Church. Hence if 'we suppose the 
number of adherents of the parties to be proportional to the 
amount of tbejr subscriptions, we arrive at the cofclusion that 
the Low Cliurch party is (including its lay and clerical mem¬ 
bers) more than twice as numerous as the High Churdh party.* 
Again, the Curates’ Aid Society, supported mainly by the High 
Church, collects rather under 13,000/. per annum; the Pastoral 
Aid Society, supported mainly by the Low Church, collects a 
little above 30,00®/. This leads lo much the same inference as 
before, f >■ 

The circulation of the religious newspapers, on the other 
hand, seems to give a different result. The ^ Record,’ which is 
the organ of one extreme party, and the ‘Guardian,’ which is the 
organ of the other, have about an equal circulation. But here 
again it is impossible to eliminate the elements which prevent lis 
from foundhig any accurate calculation on these data. Many 
take in these journals as good ‘family newspapers,* without 
agreeing with their views. Moreover neither of the ‘moderate 


* Because B+L= 2(B+H)..-.L=2H+B. 

•f In the above statement we only taken into account the 
Income derived from subscriptions and donations; the other sources of 
income not affecting our present subject. 
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parties is represented by any newspaper. < And aj^ain the whole 
' average circulation ’* * * § of both ‘ Kecord^and ‘Guardian ’ together 
does not amount to ciglit thousand, whereas the number of 
cler^'mcn in England alono is above 18,000. 

The address to tlie Archbishop in favour of the Gorham 
d’udgincnt, was signed by more than 3,200,t clergymen, of the 
Broad and Lovv Church parties ; that against the Judgment by 
nearly 1,800 High Churchmen, including laity and clergv. This 
latter was signed hy every Tractarian clergyman in Kngland, 
and uc ijavc tlnis a proof that their number cannot exceed a 
thousand, for at least 800 of the signatures must have belonged 
to laymcii or Anglican clergy, 

As another mode of obtaining an approximation to the pro¬ 
portion of parties, wc have gone tbroiigh the Clergy List, 
marking the names of all tlia clergymen whose opinions wc 
knew* to the iiunibcr of about ,500. The result of this examina¬ 
tion has been, that supposing tlu)se unknown to us to be in the 
same proportions with those known, we should be led to classify 
the 18,000§ clergy of the Church of England as follows: — 


High Church. 


Low Cliurch. 
» 

Broad Church. 


f Angliran - _ - . 3,500 

4 Tractarian - - - - J,(X)0 

P ‘ High and Dry * - ‘ - - 2,500 

f Evangelical _ _ - 3,300 

4 lleeorditc . - _ 2,500 

[_ ‘ Low and Slow ’ - - , - 700 

f Thcort.tical - - - - 1,000 

f Anti-theoretical - - - 2,500 


and about 1000 })oasant clergy in the mountain districts, wlio 
must be classetl apart. 1| 

The twenty-eight Bisliops and Archbish(;^s of England are 
divided in a somewhat different ratio; viz., thirteen belonging 
to various shades of High Cliurch, ten to the Broad Church, 
and five to the Evangelical parties. But for obvious reasons wc 
can scarcely ground any general conclusions on this datum. 

^ _ _ __ _ _ ■ .._ _ _ _ - . ■ ■ _ _ _ 


* i. e. the number sold of each .separate copy, 

t This was wrongly stated as 2,300, in No. 193., page 66. note, 

i This protest W'as sent for signature to every clergyman in 
England, by a London Committee. 'J'he address in favour of the 
judgment was only circulated privately by the efforts of a single 
clergyman, Mr. Goode; and to our knowledge it was never sent to 
many ivho would gladly have* signed it. 

§ Thft Clergy List of the piresent year gives the names of above 
28,300 clergy in England; this does not include the Irish Clergy. 

I SeeNo. 198. Art.3. 
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But whatever may be the relative strength of these sub¬ 
divisions, it is evident that the triple cord in which they 
interlace could not easily be untwisted; nor could either of its 
8trands.be cut, without a risk of severing the rest. The object 
of every wise Churchman should be to keep each of the main 
schools of opinion from extravagance on the one hand, and from 
stagnation on the other; and the existence of counteracting 
parties is a check providentially operating for this end. Kor 
shoidd we forget that the diftercnces which divide each from 
each are much exaggerated by pai'ty-s})irit. Most of them can 
be resolved into mere disputes about terms, which might be 
ended by stricter definition. Those which lie deci)er result from 
a difference of mental constitution- and belong to the domain of 
mctaj)hysic8 rather than of rel%ion. For it is in theology as it 
is in philosophy; every distinct sect strives to represent and 
embody a Be])arate truth. A few great ideas arc intuitively 
stamped on the groundwork of human re.asoiu hut not illumi¬ 
nated with equal brightness. The idea, which, in one mind, 
stands out in dazzling light, in another is dim and over¬ 
shadowed. Hence each idea has its exclusive worshippers. 
But as the understanding logically devclopcs its favourite truth, 
it at length deduces consequences which seem to contradict some 
other truth equally fundamental. Then follow^ a conflict, which 
in a few minds produces absolute Pyrrhonism; hut which more 
frequently issues in one of three alternatives. F|^*st, the mind 
may abandon the principle whence it started, considering it re¬ 
duced ad ahsnrdum, now that its logical consequences seem to 
contradict another axiom; secondly, the truth of both prin¬ 
ciples may be admitted, although their consequences seem irre¬ 
concilable; or thirdly, the consequences of the first principle 
may be embraced, and the modifying truth rejected. This 
last is the course adopted by extreme parties. Thus there arc 
different stages in the development of opinion, each marked by 
the rejection or reception of some modifying truth, and each 
forming the halting-place of a different sect or school.* Nor is 
there any evil in tliis variety, so long as the truths of morality 
and religion are not contradicted. And even where we might, 
at first sight, suppose them to be so, (as for instance, in the case 
of fatalist opinions,) we must be cautious of yielding to this im¬ 
pression. For piety has a transmuting power, and often turns 
the inconsistency of the understanding into food for the goodness 


* The same results follow, whether th^ principles be derived from 
reason or from Scripture. 
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of the heart. Therefore, instead of inurnauring yrc should 
rejoice when we see the same character of Ghristian Holiness 
manifested under diverse opinions. For Christianity, embraced 
under one form, might have been rejected under another. All 
cannot see through the same telescope, but different eyes 
require the tube to be variously adjusted. And the image 
formed will at best be blurred and dim, unless charity furnish 
us with her achromatic lens, and blend all the rays into one 
harmonious brightness. 

But is there then, it may be asked, no evil in the spirit of 
party? Are we preaching acquiescence in *our unhappy di- 
‘ visions ’ which are so often the subject of official lamentation ? 
That be far from us. Strife and enmity are justly lamentable. 
But the mischief is not in variety of opinion, but in variance of 
heart; not in theological idiosyncracics, but in unscrupulous 
partisanship. This last, the besetting sin of all parties, is most 
offensive in those which are contending for religion. And yet 
we fear that none is free from it. On the one side, if a renegade 
priest will make effective speeches against the Pope, and betray 
the secrets of the Church which he has deserted, the foulest 
scandals in his private life cannot shake the confidence of his 
admirers. On the other side, if a champion of orthodoxy is 
qualified by talents or position to render good service to his 
partisans, they will defend him though he be convicted of more 
than Jesuitical mendacity, or of sharp practice which would 
strike a provincial pettifogger off the rolls. It is not that men 
consciously rc.soIve to become accomplices in immorality, but 
they wilfully shut their eyes to all evidence agjiinst their 
favourites, and bring in a verdict of not guilty before the trial 
has begun. In advocating mutual charity, we advocate no such 
toleration of wickedness. When meanness or hypocrisy is de¬ 
tected, let men give the largest scope to their indignation, the 
freest course to their invective. But let them not confine such 
treatment to rogues of the opposite party. Let them excom¬ 
municate the knaves of their own following. Let them bo sure 
that a bad man cannot make a good Churchman, a good Puritan, 
or a good anything. And let them remember that it is a dilty 
enforced upon us by the highest example, to expose the interior 
of whited sepulchres, however fair may be their outward 
sebming. 

Nor would wc desire them to spare even lighter faults than 
hypocrisy, and more hamless absurdities than falsehood. For 
no absuiriity in religious^en can be entirely harmless; nor can 
the follies of pietism be altogether free from moral deformity. 
Hence it is the duty of a Christian to abate them as far as 
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possible And this is the appropriate field for ridicule, which 
in theofegical argument is out of place. Its employment in this, 
its proper province, cannot lead to evil, provided we be careful 
not to forget our reverence for the reality in our contempt for 
the travestie. ‘ Are some ridiculous,’ says one who spoke to a 
scoffing generation, *and for that will you turn religion into 
* ridicule ? If you do, it will at last turn a Sardonic laughter.’* 

But while we iidvocate the unsparing Ikposure of vice and 
folly, let us be careful to discountenance the use of unlawful 
weapons in the assault. Above all, let us disavow that tendency 
to settle theological quarrels by Lynch Law, which has lately 
disgraced our countrymen. If a clergyman is foolish, he may 
be laughed at; if he has introduced Popish rites and illegal 
ceremonies, he may be prosecuted in the courts of law. In 
cither case it is shameful to hound on the mob against him. 
Yet we grieve to say that this method of attack has been 
resorted to by men who profess to advocate freedom of con¬ 
science. We shall not be suspected of viewing the so-called 
‘Exeter Synod’ with any pcculiai* favour. Yet we could 
not learn without indignation that London agitators were stirring 
up the populace to interrupt its deliberations by violence. It is 
not long since we saw the congregation of a metropolitan church 
disturbed in their devotions by the outrages of a crew of ruffians, 
for the honour of Protestantism. And, only the other day, a 
clergyman was prevented from administering the Cqpimunion on 
New Year’s Eve to sonic of his parishioners who wished to receive 
it, by a threat that if he attempted a ‘ midnight mass ’ the com¬ 
municants should be dispersed by violence.^ This is nothing 
less than religious persecution; and those who employ such 
poisoned weapons, will find their shafts recoil, sooner or later, 
upon themselves. 

f 

While civil discord thus convulses the Church, many of her 
children are falling away from her, and abandoning the dis¬ 
tinctive doctrines yf Christianity. We have already noticed 

* Archbishop Leighton’s Sermon to the Parliament, 1669. 

I This happened at Exeter, a place wliich was also disgradpd'by the 
notorious • Surplice riots.’ The latter, however, Iiad moro^^apology, 
because they sprang from a feeling on the part of the laity that the 
clergy had qo right, without lay consent, to introduce innovations into 
the service. No doubt the real remedy these disordei^, as for all 
the diseases of the Church, (as w'e are fojbed so often to rhpeat) is to 
restore its true organisation, and give to all its members a legitimate 
voice in its government. They would then have less temptation to 
employ Lynch Law. 
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the diffusion of infidel opinions among the lower classy; but 
the mischief is not confined to them. The highesr ranks 
and most intelligent professions are influenced by sceptical 
opinions, to an extent which, twenty years back, would have 
aeemed incredible.* This state of things, as far as the 
Upper Classes arc concerned, has been directly caused by the 
dissensions of the Church. * When Doctors differ, who shall 
‘ decide ’ is the expr^sion of an almost inevitable scepticism. 
These unnatural hostilities must cease, if we are ever to re¬ 
convert the Pagans of the factojy, and the Pantheists of the 
forum. How, indeed, can we hope to move them, if we are 
unable to answer that most obvious retort of the unbeliever, 
' I will hearken, when you Christians can agree upon the lesson 
‘ which you w’ant to teach me.’ And how can we answer this, 
but by acknowledging a substantial unity of faith, and an ab¬ 
solute identity of holiness, in the midst of endless diversity of 
opinion ? ‘ Oh what are the tilings we fight for,’ says Leighton, 

* compared with the great tilings of Godl’f Surely it is time 
that we should agree to difler about Praivenieiit Grace and 
Surplice Preaching, and turn to the true battle which is raging 
round us; a battle not between Anglicans and Calvinists, nor 
even between Popery and Protestantism, but between Faith and 
Atheism. We believe that the end is sure,* and that Truth will 
conquer. But who can say how many ages of defeat may pre¬ 
cede that fin^ victory ? 


Akt. II. — 1. A Chronological History of Voyages and Dis¬ 
coveries into the Arctic Regions before By SirJoHN 

Barrow. 

2. Arctic Voyages of Discovery since 1818. By Sir JoilN 
Barrow. 

3. Parliamentary Papers on the Arctic Regions from 1848 to 

. 1852. 

T/^ell nigh a thousand years have elapsed since Gardar 
Suaflarsan, a Swede, undertook the first voyage of Arctic 
di^6vcry. , A Scandinavian pirate in proceeding to the Faroe 
Islands, a short time previously, had been driven from his course 

* It is true that, as far as the upper classes are concerned, the last 
half century (taken as a whole) has been characlei’isod by a religious 
reaction against tlie fasliionable scepticism of the preceding century. 
But in England the tide turned, ten or fifteen years ago. 

Leighton’s Works, vol. iii. p. 480. 
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by a heavy gale of many days’ continuance, and at last fell in 
with au*island utterly unknown to the rude geography of those 
times. The mountains were high, and thickly covered with 
snow. The wanderer named the island Snowland. It was on 
his report that Gardar Suaffarsan, the predecessor of Parry, of 
Franklin, of Buchan, ol‘ Back, of James Boss, determined of 
set purpose to give his sails to the Arctic winds. This first 
voyage of northern diseovery was undertaken a.d. 864. From 
that date until August of last year, when Commander Inglefield, 
in the small screw-steamer the ‘ Isabel,’ advanced up Smith’s 
Sound, at the head of Baffin’s Bay, to 78° N., just 988 years 
have passed away. We are 3 'et discussing the possibilities of a 
North-western Passage, ^^''e arc yet in doubt whether a path 
can be found across tlic Pole by st. criiig due north from Spitz- 
bergen or thereabouts into Behring’s Straits. 

We dismiss the Scandinavian period of Arctic discovery as 
foreign to our present purpose. The second cycle of Polar 
voyages may be taken as from the year 1496, when the two 
Cabots discovered IS’cvvfoundland, until 1818, when Lieu¬ 
tenant Parry, in coinj'.any Avith Sir J()hn Ross, sailed for 
Behring’s Straits. We take the third period as from the de¬ 
spatch of those cxi)editioiis until the present time. The reader 
will find that a wild legend is attached to every ice-bound cape 
and perilous strait during the second 2 )eriod named. The names 
of Hugh Willoughby, of Richard Chancellor, of Humphry 
Gilbert, of John Davis, ol‘ Henry Hudson, of Wiliam Baffin, 
of James Cook, of llearnc, JMackenzic, and others, cannot bo 
passed over without a passing tribute of admiration when Ave 
speak of the heroes of the Polar Seas. It is possible that no 
very important results to our national Avcaltii and national 
power have as yet arisen from the endeavour to penetrate into 
these frozen regions. The Davis’ Straits wJiale fisJicries and the 
transactions of tlie Hudson’s Bay Company arc iho only (jujili- 
fications Avhich this broad assertion requires. But it is some¬ 
thing to l>eloug to a country wliic.li has produced men who in 
daily conflict Avitli the powers of nature in their most appalling , 
form displayed qualities so heroic. 

Their ships get immovably Avedged in floes of ice, upon Avhich 
they are borne away at the Avill of a current they knoAv not 
Avliere. Worse still, with a crash and a hoarse rushirig sound,, 
the ice is shivered tq jdcccs, whilst the ship cracks' and trembles 
beneath their feet. These single masses are then tossed int© ’ 
heaps or ground into j)0wder. Tlie fog settles doAvnq the com¬ 
pass gives no trustvvortliy sign. In the midart of this hamper 
the ship is swayed to and fro; every moment'in all probability 
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will be her Last. But discipline is preserved; the commander 
issues his orders, and the men obey them, as composedly as 
though they were bound on a summer cruise from the Start to> 
Cawsand Bay. Such traditions as these are not without their 
value to a nation of seamen. 

It is but just to give utterance to the admiration which every 
Englishman must feel when he is called upon to write or speak 
of the noble deeds of his countrymen. To lower the standard 
of heroic impulse by denying to it its due meed of praise, would 
be in every way an impolitic course. At,the same time a 
moment must come when it becomes a paramount duty to 
inquire into the value of exertions which have long been 
directed, and in vain, to the attainment of a particular object. 
Even with heroes we must at length ‘take stock,’ and ask 
ourselves if we are justified in so large an expenditure of effort 
for such inadequate results. It may well be that, as in the 
case of alchymy and astrology, mankind may have obtained 
great collateral benefits from the various attempts whidi have 
been made to penetrate into the eternal ice, although the im¬ 
mediate object may not have been attained. It will be our 
duty then to consider seriously how much physical science has 
been advanced by these Polar expeditions; for from such con¬ 
siderations we might derive justification for the risks that have 
been run, and a certain consolation for the losses we have sus¬ 
tained. Nay, we would even go further than this. If the Hum¬ 
boldts, and Aiagos, and Ilerschels, and Faradays, and Gausses 
of the world are prepared to tell us that, although all efforts to 
force a passage in the direction of Behring’s Straits, cither by 
Eancaster Sound or due north upon the meridian of Greenwich, 
may have been failures, still that from these expeditions they 
have obtained many valuable data which they could not have 
derived from any other source — data which serve as the foun¬ 
dations or buttresses of various sciences of practical use to 
mankind — then it may remain a matter for the consideration of 
Her Majesty’s Government, and of the people of this country, 
whether or no they will give their sanction to the despatch of 
further and similar expeditions. But let them be no longer 
directed, tp the attainment of an objeot, in all probability, 
visionary, and most certainly useless in a geographical and 
commercial sense. Let us no longer strain at the solution of a 
riddle, like phristmas children, because it is a riddle, especially 
where so terrible a penalty must be paid in case of failure. 
The Polar sphinx, like her old Theban prototype, admits of no 
middle course. Her enigma must be solved, or the bold ques¬ 
tioner pay forfeit with his life. 
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In a paper such as this, not directly pointed at philosophical 
objects, we will not encumber the very serious question under 
consideration by involving with it details of physical science. 
Two words only by way of protest. We are deeply sensible 
of the advantages which arc inseparable from all contributions 
to our knowledge,—under the heads of astronomy, magnetism, 
atmospherical electricity, meteorology, the tides, currents, and 
temperature of the ocean, pendulum observations, and so forth. 
There can be no reasonable objection to the despatch of expe¬ 
ditions similar to that of Sir James Boss to the Antarctic 
regions for objects of this kind, so that the risk to human life be 
not too great, and the importance of the end in view be commen¬ 
surate with the cost and peril of the voyage. In the same way 
we would dissociate from the present question whatever relates 
to the establishment of new w'hale fisheries, either in Behring’s 
Straits or in the untried waters between Nova Zembla and 
Spitzbergen. We have sufficient evidence of success in the 
first of these two cases to justify us in calling the attention of 
commercial men to the point; with regard to the second fishing 
ground proposed, it would be but politic that firms interested in 
the trade should give the matter their best attention. A new 
and powerful agent of progress in the shape of iteam ships can 
be brought to bear upon future Arctic navigation. It is not 
for us to set limits to possibility in the face of those marvels 
which are becoming the occurrences of every-day life. All that 
we ask is that we should pass with becoming ftodesty and 
caution from the known to the unknown. Let us not by pre¬ 
cipitancy make enormous sacrifices of life for the attainment of 
objects which may naturally be realised in a few years, if they 
are to be realised at all, without serious danger. 

For we cannot forget, and the people of this country arc not 
likely to forget, the mysterious disappearance of Sir John 
Franklin and his brave companions in adventure and misfor¬ 
tune. The efforts that have been made by our own Govern¬ 
ment, the repeated votes of the House of Commons, the con¬ 
stant sympathy and co-operation of the Russian Emperor, and 
of the more popular assemblies in-the United States, afford the 
best evidence of the l^t in which ^this loss has been regarded, 
not only by the people of this country but by the whole civilised 
world. What consolation that mourning lady, of whom we 
will not speak in terms that might indicate her bereavement, 
may derive from the interest displayed by his fellow creatures 
in the fate of her lost and gallant husband, has been afforded 
her in no stinted measure. The Arctic regions have been 
ransacked in every spot to which our most daring navigators 
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had yet penetrated, and even beyond these limits, at no incon¬ 
siderable risk of human life. Eight years have been now 
fully accomplished since Franklin weighed anchor at Sheer¬ 
ness. His return was looked for at the close of 1847; we 
are now in October, 1853. On the 12th of July, 1845, he 
wrote a letter to Mr. H. L. Corry, from the Whale Fish Islands 
in Baffin’s Bay, and that is the last sign of life he ever gave to 
his friends in this country. A few days previously he had 
written to Colonel Sabine, explaining somewhat of his views 
and intentions, and calling his attention to the fact that at 
the date of his letter he was victualled for three years, that is 
to say, precisely until the 9th of July, 1848. Again, it is 
our duty to invite comparison between the date named and 
that of October, 1853. We arc well aware that Sir Edward 
Parry, Sir James Boss, Sir John llichardson. Sir Ucorge Back, 
and other worthies of the I’olar Seas, have given it us their 
opinion that Franklin might have prolonged his resources for a 
longer period bv economising the stores which he took out with 
him from this country, and by the produce of his iishing nets 
and fowling pieces. We apprehend, however, that even the 
farthest period named by them has long since run out, save on 
the forlorn hope that far to the north, beyond the 80 th de- 
'grec of latitude, he may have found some green oasis in that 
unexplored Polynia, the approaches to which at least arc 
guarded by barriers of ice so formidable that no ship’s prow has 
yet penetrated beyond. What the portal to the Pole is we 
know: what may lie beyond that barrier we know not. Sir 
Edward • Parry, Captain Beechey, Sir James Boss, Captain 
Pullen, and others, are there to tell us what they have seen 
when they made the attempt to penetrate this hamper which 
unites the two opposite conditions of fluidity and solidity. Let 
the mariner attempt to make his way by sea, and he will find 
himself wedged in a thick and immovable field of ice. Let the 
attempt be regarded as a voyage by land, and the bold adven¬ 
turer will see the plain of ice shivered beneath his feet, and may 
esteem himself fortunate if he escape with lilc from amidst the 
shattered fragments. Even if he re^m a firmer footing his 
observations of the heavenly bodies wM soon inform him that 
the treacherous current beneath his feet bears him faster to the 
south than he can advance towards the Pole in a northerly 
direction by taxing his energies to their utmost limits. 

Of j)ersonal testimony in I'avour of this sea, first, wc find that 
Barontz, an old explorer, who wrote some two and a half cen¬ 
turies back, speaks of floating ice beyond Kova Zembla. From 
time to time many Bussian fishermen and seamen have made 
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corresponding assertions. Thus Admiral Wrangell, in the year. 
1822, advanced from the mouth of the Kolyma over the ice 
to the 72nd parallel of northern latitude, when he saw a wide 
expanse of open sea. But, as this distinguished explorer him¬ 
self admits, his discoveries leave the question of the Polar 
land, of which he had gone in search, entirely unsolved. In¬ 
deed, off Cape Jakan, he saw the loom of the land, and the 
subsequent discoveries of Captain Kellet, in the ' Herald,’ 
confirm his testimony. The northern limit of the great island 
of Kotelnoi, which lies .some 25° to the eastward of Wrangell’s 
farthest, is 4° further to the north. On the 23rd July, 1827, 
Parry and his companions had reached 82° 45' N. on the 
19th easterly meridian. True it was that from Spitzbergen 
northwards he had travelled on a Polar sea, but what the 
condition of this Polar sea w'as, and what facilities it offered 
to the travellers, will appear in a sub.se<|uent portion of this 
paper. An officer who acconij)anied Sir John Ross in his first 
expedition, stated that in his opinion Smith’s Sound, at the 
head of Bsiffin’s Bay, must run high up to the northward, as he 
had clearly seen the sun at midnight touching the horizon in 
that direction. The hyp(ithesis of this gentleman has been 
fully confirmed by the positive testimony of Commander Ingle- 
field, who has succeeded in advancing up Smith’s Sound to the 
78° N. Wliat he met with wdicn he got there is best narrated 
in its proper place. We will, however, venture at once to say 
that his reception at 78° N. did not appear h) give much pro¬ 
mise of Elysiaii fields and oases nearer the Pole. 

It should be observed that the question is no longer as to the 
existence of a great Polar Basin, if by the use of such a term 
w’c mean that the northern coast-line of America, Asia, and 
Europe has now been surveyed with tolerable accuracy and 
completeness, and that sea has been found to exist beyond. We 
know that, sj)eaking broadly, there are tw^enty degrees of lati¬ 
tude between the northern shores of those continents and the 
Pole, and that this space, as fiir as it lias been yet surveyed, is 
partly land, partly water, open- at certain seasons, and closed at 
others. The problein.^of the North-western Passage has been 
all but solved. We dc/^ot say how long a period of human life 
would be consumed in the completion of the unprofitable and 
thankless task. The adventurer who made the bold attempt 
must have a physical organisation impervious to the rigours of 
climate, a commissariat abundantly supplied, wc know not frop 
what source, unless a dozen expeditions ancillary to his own 
afforded him all requisite co-operation; above all, a singularity 
of fortune such as no Arctic navigator has yet experienced. By 
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a combination of bo many felicities, as Lord Bacon would have 
s^led tliem, he might, indeed, succeed in his enterprise; but 
what benefit would accrue to himself or to humanity from his 
lucky endeavours we are wholly unable to surest. 

The question, then, no longer refers to the existence of this 
Polar Basin, wUch was asserted and denied with equal energy 
at the beginning of the present century. With the errors of 
past disputants we have nothing to do. As we look Quietly 
over the arguments on either side, now that we are in a position 
to judge of their value by the light of actual experience, it 
appears to us as if there were little room for triumph either 
on one side or the other. To be sure a Polar Sea has been 
discovered, but it is a sea jammed full of ice and land, which 
presents about the same fivcilities for navigation as one of 
those Swiss glaciers which have furnished M. Agassiz with a 
subject for his ingenious speculations. No doubt there is a cir¬ 
cular space of which the North Pole is the centre, with a dia¬ 
meter of 2400 miles, and, consequently, with a circumference 
of 7200 miles, or thereabouts, and this constitutes the Polar 
Basin. From their sources in Asia and North America mighty 
rivers pour down their tribute into this great space, to say 
nothing of the contributions from European Bussia and Green¬ 
land. We know that the set of the current through Behring’s 
Straits is N. E., and down Baffin’s Bay, S. W^.; flowing no 
doubt, through the multitudinous channels which intersect the 
Parry Islanas. We know besides this just as much as our 
explorers have seen with their own eyes; as when Parry tells 
us that, being in latitude 82° 45' N., he saw before him a clear 
and open space which he could not have reached in ships, and 
which, when he reached it, could neither be sledged over nor 
walked over; or when Commander Inglefield adds that, being well 
up Smith’s Sound in 78° N., he saw no land,—nothing but vast 
blocks of ice fiercely driven against his ship, and so he turned 
back. There is not one particle of trustworthy evidence beyond 
this, to inform us of what may be looked for within the 80th 
drcle of northern latitude; and, with the experience of past 
mistakes before us, we are reluctant to. place confidence in any 
but testimony of the most positive charter. As yet our main 
eflforts have been confined to forcing expeditions through to the 
westward by Barrow’s Straits, or down the North American 
rivers to the Polar Sea, and so along its southern shore, east 
and west. Truth compels us to record the fact that the result 
of our eflforts hitherto has been, not the discovery of a great 
open sea, but of ice-bound clumps of land, intersected with com¬ 
paratively narrow channels of water. On the other hand, we 
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have as yet no ri^ht to assert that the space within the 80th 
circle of northern latitude is similarly occupied. It is a question 
which nothing short of actual discovery can set at rest. Of 
presumptive ai^uments in favour of the existence of this Polar 
Sea there is, of course, no lack. The sum of the water traceable 
into the disputed limits is contrasted with its possible channels 
of exit. What becomes of the Gulf Stream after it passes Cape 
North? What of the contributions from the great rivers? 
What of the balance of precipitation over evaporation in these 
fri^d regions ? Prom this theoretical preponderance of water 
over land a higher temperature follows; and the theoty would 
seem to be confirmed by the known fact that the break-up of 
the ice moves from the. north. At this point it may not be 
unadvisable to make brief mention of some suggestions which 
have been thrown out by a young German geographer,—Mr. 
Petermann, which have excited a good deal of attention, and 
which come before us under the sanction of Sir Roderick 
Murchison, the President of the Geographical Society. 

In the address delivered by that eminent man at the anni¬ 
versary of the Geographical Society, in the month of May of 
last year, vre find the following passage: — * This laborious 

* young German physical geographer (Mr. Petermann), who is 

* now naturalised amongst us, has shown that, •whether we look 

* to the ascertained outlines of the land, the range of the iso- 
‘ thermal lines in certain longitudes, the results of the annual 

* summer debacles issuing from the mouths of the gfgantic rivers 
‘ of Siberia, or to the great predominance of ■svater, and with it 
' a milder climate, it is to be inferred that if a steam-vessel were 
‘ to be steered, during the winter or spring months, directly 
‘ N.E. from the British Isles, she might pass into the Polar 
‘ Seas in a fortnight or little more, without encountering any 
‘ serious obstacle, and thus be soon in a position which our own 
‘ ships have been struggling to reach through defiles of land- 

* locked water, encumbered by ice.’ Such is Mr. Petermann’s 

proposition, as attested by Sir Roderick Murchison. The 
opinion is backed by the fact already mentioned of Sir Edward 
Parry’s progress to N, ^82“ 40^ 23", at which point there was no 
bottom at 500 fathoms, no land, little ice, and much rain. As 
a confirmatory presumption. Sir Roderick quotes information 
derived from certain seamen who passed the winter of 1823->24 
upon Bear Island (74® 30'), and who neither saw packed nor 
floating ice, nor suffered from severe cold. The great masses of 
ice are held together to the land of the North Siberian shork 
during winter | in summer they are floated away, and render the 
sea in this region impassable. * 



^60 The Areiic Regions. Oct. 

We are most anxious to do all justice to the suggestions of 
this gentleman, both from their ingenuity and from the high 
standing of Sir Roderick Murchison, who has lent to them, to a 
certain qualified extent, the authority of his name. It is com¬ 
petent to any of our readers wdio would wish to look more nar¬ 
rowly into Mr. Petermann’s views, and the scientific reasonings 
on which they rest, to read his little pamphlet, ‘ The Search for 
' Franklin,’ &c. for themselves. If we hesitate in according 
our assent to his suggestions, it is because we find ourselves in 
presence of grave facts, which apj)ear to us, in the present im¬ 
perfect state of our information, greatly to militate against their 
correctness. In the first place, then, the President of the Geo¬ 
graphical Society thought it but fair, even whilst stating Mr. 
‘‘Petermann’s views with laudatory comments, to add that ‘ Sir 

* G. Back, who w'as in the expedition of Buchan and Franklin, 

* to the north of Spitzbergen, seemed to think that, to say 

* nothing of darkness, the temperature would be too low in 

* winter to admit working with the ropes among ice.’ This 
objection, however serious, is, after all, but a collateral one, as 
far as the darkness is concerned. The open sea of whicli Mr. 
Petermann speaks might, of course, exist, although it might be 
impossible to see one’s way across it. Not so with the question 
of temperature. Captain Scoresby, in his account of the 
Arctic Regions, gives tlic mean temperature of lat. 78“ N., as 
17“ only. The thermometer ranges more highly in May and 
June, and reaches its superior point in the month of July. The 
lower ranges to satisfy the mean are, of course, obtained in the 
remaining nine months of the year.* ‘ During these nine 

* months,* says Captain Scoresby, who speaks from twelve 
years’ observations in the icy regions, ‘ ice is annually formed 

* in the Spitzbergen Sea: neither calm weather, nor the prox- 

* imity of land, is essential for its formation. Can it then be 
‘ supposed that at the Pole, wdiere the mean annual temperature 

* is probably as low as 10°, the sea is not full of ice? ’ It is not 
true that the vicinity of land is indispensable for the formation 
of ice. If we were satisfied, as most assuredly wc are not, that 
there is not an acre of dry land extant above high-water mark 
within the 80th or Slst degree of north latitude, we should 
still be far from the belief that it is possible during the winter 
or spring months to steer a steam or even a caloric ship to the 
North Pole and back again with success. 

* Mr. Sharostin, however, declares, that during his residence in 
Spitzbergen, he found the coasts clear of ice for four, and sometimes 
for five months every year. (Letter from Captain Sabine to Davis 
Gilbert, Feb. 8. 1826.) 
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Captain Scoresby, in the very interesting work from which 
we have just quoted describes to us, with the authority of an 
-eye-witness, the process of the formation of ice on the open sea. 
He tells us that he has literally seen it ‘ grow ’ to a consistence 
capable of stopping the way of a ship with a brisk wind, even 
when exposed to the waves of the Atlantic, in N. 72®, We 
cannot afford space to quote his dcscrij)tion of this interesting 
phenomenon at length, but the general drift of it is briefly thus: 
The earliest shape which ice assumes is called by the sailors 
‘ sludge.’ This sludge consists of small detached crystals, which 
resemble snow when cast into water too cold to dissolve it. 
This smooths the surface of the sea, as oil poured upon it 
might do. Tliese crystals would unite, and form %, continuous 
sheet, if the motion of the waves permitted, but they usually 
break into pieces about three inches in diameter. These pieces 
again unite, and, striking against each other on eveiy sidiB, 
become rounded at the edge, when they constitute what is called 
' pancake ice.’ These cakes again unite, and form larger cakes, 
say a foot thick and many yards in circumference. When the 
sea is perfectly smooth — and even within N. 80®, during the 
nine months named, the swell must occasionally subside, the 
wind .now and then go down,—the freezing process proceeds 
far more rapidly; in forty-eight hours the ice will have become 
capable of sustaining a man’s weight. Still water, for the rapid 
formation of ice, is alw'ays forthcoming in every opening of the 
main body at a distance from the sea. Lei. this process be car¬ 
ried on on a more extensive scale, and any openings that may 
be made in the central polar ice by the drift of fields to the S. 
and S. W. will soon be tilled up. Such are the statements and 
views of a very keen observer, w’hosc researches into this sub¬ 
ject were carried on during seventeen voyages to the Spitzbergen 
or Greenland whale fishery. 

At this point it is proper to make mention of the glimpses 
w'hich Commander Inglefield caught last year of the supposed 
Polynia. This officer having failed in discovering any trace of 
Sir John Franklin and his party at Wolstenholm Sound, and 
seeing that the ice was open before him, determined to take, 
advantage of the opportunity, and to dash boldly up Smith’s 
Sound. The strait he found to be six miles across. * I involun- 

* tarily exclaimed,’ writes this officer, on entering the Sound, 

* this must lead into the great Polynia of the Russians, and as 
‘ the eye streamed forward into the clear expanse of appa- 

* rently open water, which now occupied from seven to eight 
' points of the compass due north of our position, I could not 

* but admit to my mind that a great sea was beyond.’ The 
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west coast of this new sea trended away to the north-west, and 
the eastern coast more and more to the eastward. At noon on 
the 27th August the * Isabel ’ had reached 78® 28' N., and then 
nothing but loose ice could be seen from- aloft. The hypothesis 
that Baffin’s Bay may find its termination at a more northern 
point than the one to which Commander Inglefield’s researches 
extended is, of course, not excluded, although we admit that 
the observed configuration of the land would seem to imply the 
contrary. There was a northerly current setting up the Straits 
at about three miles an hour. Commander Inglcficld has put it 
on record that at this point and at this time he could see no 
obstacle to his northerly progress. , A contrary breeze, however, 
soon fresherifed into a strong gale, and this gale increased to a 
tempest, which fairly blew the ‘ Isabel ’ out of the Straits, and 
compelled her to heave to in a storm of wind which lasted 
thirty-six hours. 

The conclusion upon the whole evidence with regard to the 
Polar Sea within 80° N. would appear to be in favour of a 
very considerable preponderance of water over land within the 
limits indicated. We do not know much about the matter, but 
the little we do know points to such a conclusion. Should Sir 
Edward Belcher have steered due north up Wellington Channel, 
and return to tell the tale, he may throw some further light 
upon the subject. But when we come to ask ourselves if it be 
possibjle to navigate the sea with any kind of success, the evi¬ 
dence as yef shows that, during the summer months, all efforts 
at one point,—and that point one which is marked as peculiarly 
favourable,—have fiiilcd. We see no kind of ground as yet 
for believing that any further attempts which may be made up 
Smith’s Sound will be attended with greater success than the 
advance made by Sir Edward Parry to the north of Spitzbergen. 
What more can be hoped for than little ice, much rain, and no 
bottom at 500 fathoms ? Could the ‘ Isabel ’ have steamed her 
way through the obstacles which were overcome by Parry and 
his party ? Most assuredly not. Psury, indeed, has said that 
when he quitted the ice, a vessel might have sailed to 82®; that 
is, 150 miles further than the point at which Captain Buchan 
met with it, in 1818, in the ‘Dorothea* and ‘Trent.’ More¬ 
over, the S.W. drift of the ice across which Parry so laboriously 
struggled would seem to point to the conclusion of open water 
behind, but open water which would soon be closed by the pro¬ 
cess already indicated. In the summer months, then, the task 
has hitherto been found impossible. We more than doubt its 
^ practicability during any of the remaining nine months, when 
we remember the descriptions given by survivors of the intense 
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cold experienced in high northern latitudes during; this period of 
the year. Soqaetimes the adventurer will be able to penetrate 
farther,—^sometimes not so far,—into the icy barrier which 
encircles the Pole. The hope of one season will be the disap> 
pointment of the next; if, indeed, it may not be productive of 
ypt more fatal consequences by alluring the victim too far within 
a grasp which may for a moment be relaxed, but is never with¬ 
drawn. 

Thus much we have thought it necessary to say upon a point 
which has attracted some attention. We freely, admit that the 
power of the screw-propeller has tiever been tried in a due 
northerly direction, and it is certain that more might be effected 
by the help of this auxiliary than with sailing ships. The 
openings in the ice seldom last for many hours- A screw ^ 
steamer might avail itself to the utmost of any favourable 
chance, whilst one impelled by sails must twist and turn about, 
and in all j)robability lose many a golden opportunity. There 
can, therefore, be no objection, at any future date — if an 
adequate scientific or commercial cause of sufficient importance 
to mankind should justify the risk—to further attempts in this 
direction with these new mechanical aids. It would, however,— 
we confess it freely,— be somewhat difficult to convince us of the 
practical utility of such a project, when compared with the risk 
to human life inseparable from the attempt; and still more so 
to inspire us with any very sanguine hope that it would be 
carried to a successful conclusion. As far as Spltzbergen there 
is safety — any scientific operation which must be carried on in 
so high a latitude can there be ,^undertaken in perfect security. 
Mr. Sharostin, a Russian, has passed thirty-nine winters hi 
Spitzbergen, and resided there once for fifteen years without 
quitting the island. Much may he done from this point by 
watching opportunities, and proceeding with due caution — 
beyond it we enter upon unknown yet certain danger. 

We may now turn to the other point from which endeavours 
have been made to penetrate the mysteries of the Arctic Regions, 
reserving to ourselves the right of making brief mention of 
Captain Buchan’s and Sir Edward Parry’s Spitzbergen exj^^di- 
tions, as they fall into the continuity of the tale. We propose 
then to indicate, in a few brief notes, the progress and results 
of Arctic discovery between the years 1818 and 1845, the year 
in which Sir John Franklin sailed from England for the lasji 
time; because, from these memoranda, the present aspect of the 
question, as far as it bears upon the probable fate of the lost 
navigators, will be best understood. Wc shall, at least, by this 
kind of retrospective glance, put ourselves somewhat in the 
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poaation of those who haye served theit apprenticediip amidst 
4lie Polar Sea. In recdling to mind the exad^ boundaries of 
what has been explored we shall ascerttdn the quarters to which 
Sir John Franklin would in all probabilitj have directed his 
course, and where it is likely that remains of his party may yet 
be found — if, indeed, any such spot exist within the reach of 
man. It will also be our duty — our most painful duty—to 
recall attention to the fact, tliat the safe return of any one of the 
previous expeditious may be considered miraculous, even upon 
the showing of the hardy and gallant sailors who directed tlie 
operations. Certainly Sir^Edward Pariy, Sir George Back, 
Captain Lyon, Sir James Boss, arc not persons of susceptible 
nerves — not exaggerators, not braggarts. Now, if men cost 
in this iron mould tell us, that for days and weeks, aye for 
months together, they despaired of release from the icy prisons 
in which their vessels were confined, whilst the crystal blocks 
in^ which they lay embedded were borne madly hither and 
thither at the wild will of the unseen current and the over¬ 
mastering storm; a very strong and very melancholy presump¬ 
tion is inevitable from such statements made by such men as to 
fhe fate of the missing expedition. Thus stands the account — 

1. John Boss to lludbon’s Bay in the Isabella and Alex¬ 

ander 1818 

2 . Buchan and Franklin to Spitzbergen. Dorothea and 

Trent 1818 

8. Pamy’s first voyage. Lancaster Sound. Hccla and 

Griper 1819-20 

4. Parry's second voyage. Hudson’s Bay. Fury and 

. Hecla 1821-23 

5. Lyon. Ross’s. Welcome. Griper - - 1824 

6. Parry’s third voyage. Hecla and Fury - - 1824-25 

7. Parry’s fourth voyage beyond Spitzbeigen. Hecla - 1827 

*8. John Ross’s second voyage. Regent Inlet. Victory 

Steamer ------ 1829-33 

9. Back. Hudson’s Straits. Terror - - - 1886 

10. Franklin. Lancaster Sound. Erebus and Terror - 1845 

In order to make our catalogue of Arctic expeditions complete, 
it will be proper to add the following names, which for obvious 
reasons have been omitted from the above list: — 

1. Franklin’s first land expedition - . . 1819-21 

2. Clavering (with Colonel Sabine) Spitzbergen, Green¬ 

land. Griper - - - - 1823 

3. Franklin’s second land expedition - - - 1826-26 

4. Beochey. Behring’s Straits. Blossom - - 1826-28 

5. Back. Land journey (search of Ross) - - 1833-35 

6. Dease and Simpson. Shoresof Arctic America. Boats 1836-39 

7. Mr. dohn Rae. Melville Peninsula - - 1846-47 
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We Bhall have occasion in the condilsion of this brief narrative 
to call attentip to a second and a third series of similar expe* 
ditions whioh^ve been despatched since 1848 in search of the 
missing navigators, some of which are yet unaccounted for. It 
may well be that they may return to us in safety, but if^ im¬ 
possible to feel entire oonfidence in so happy a result. 

It is then by the North-western Passage through Lancaster 
Sound, that the greatest efiPorts have been made to pass from 
the Atlantic into the Pacific. The same object has been pur¬ 
sued upon the old track of Frobisher and Hudi^n, and with no 
better fortune. We may, indeed, point with legitimate pride 
to the survey of the northern coast line of Americ^ from 
Icy Cape at the head of Behring’s Straits (the spot which 
Cook attained in 1778) to the northern point of Melville 
. Peninsula, as a substantial fruit of Polar research — but, 
certainly, ‘Expeditions undertaken in great ships* have had little 
to do with such a result. The first effort was made in 1818 
mainly through the instrumentality of the late Sir John Bar- 
row, to whose unwearied assiduity the subsequent progress 
of j^ctic research should In fairness be attributed. The object 
of Arctic discovery seems to have l>een the main idea of hi.^ life. 
He was singularly fortunate in hio position, and in the agents 
who rose up under his hands ; ii^ indeed, it be not a misapplication 
of terms to apply the term of ‘ agents * to such men as Parry, 
Franklin, Back, James Boss, Bichardson, and others of the like 
stamp. Let us style them rather allies in a greaticause. * Sir 
John Banow had the car of every successive Board at the 
Admiralty — he could appreciate the merits, and give weight to 
the suggestions oi his friends, and he did so with the most com¬ 
plete effect The shortest method of attaining a correct idea of 
how much has been effected by these Polar Paladins is to turn 
to the map prefixed to Sir John Barrow’s ‘ Chronological ^is- 
‘ tory of Arctic Voyages, before 1818.’ It will there be found, 
that the space in our maps north of the Arctic Circle, and 
between the west coast of Greenland and Behring’s Straits, 
might well nigh have been marked with a wild beast, or a sea- 
monster, such as we find in our old geography books to in4icate 
perfect ignorance. Mackenzie and Heamc were supposed to 
have obtained glances at the Polar Sea from the mouths of the 
Mackenzie and Coppermine Bivers; but the whole coast line of 
America, from Icy Cape indefinitely to the east, was a perfect 
blank. The whale fishers were acquainted witb the west coast 
of Greenland, and the Hudson B^y tradcis with the bay which 
bears the name of their company. The eastern sea-board of 
Cumberland Island had been laid down as it might be. Bafi&n’s 
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Bay was ratlicr asserted than believed in; and there was an 
end of the hydrographical knowledge of the time in these regions. 
It was determined, in the year 1818, to despatch two expedi¬ 
tions ; the one with orders to steer north up Davis* Straits, and 
then westerly, when a sufficient high latitude had been attained; 
tlie other was to make its way due north upon the meridian of 
Greenwich or thereabouts. The direction of the north-western 
attempt was entrusted to Sir, then Captain, John Boss, and to 
Lieutenant Parry; Captain Buchan and Lieutenant Franklin 
were to make their way across the Pole. 

Of the first of these expeditions the less said the better. We 
have il?) desire to renew the acrimony of past controversies; but 
it is certain that Sir John Ross failed in carrying out his in¬ 
structions. He frittered away much precious time on the west 
coast of Greenland, he sailed up to the entrance of Smith’s 
Sound, but did not attempt to penetrate further north. The 
expedition then steered S. W., passed the mouth of Aider- 
man Jones’ Sound without attempting to enter it, and so to 
the opening of that great inlet into which Parry penetrated 
with bO much effect the ensuing jear. Sir John Boss, how¬ 
ever, contented himself with proceeding a ehort distance to 
the westward, — and then, but he shall speak for himself:— 

‘ At three o’clock, on the 21st of Augu‘'t, I went on deck, and 

* soon after it completely cleared for about ten minutes, and 

* I distinctly saw the land round the bottom of the bay forming 

* a connected chain of mountains wdth those which extended 

* along the north and south sides.The mountains. 

* which occupied the centre in a north and south direction w'cre 
‘ named Croker’a Mountains, after the secretary to the Admi- 

* ralty.’ It is almost superfluous to add, that these mountains 
have been proved to be but the bfisclcss fabric of a vision. I’heir 
supposed situation is about the 81st webteily meridian. Parry 
and luB companions sailed over the spot a few months afterwards 
and proceeded triumphantly until they struck 110® W. without 
knocking their heads against mountains or continuous coasts 
of any kind. It will be sufficient if we add, that the only posi¬ 
tive result of Sir John Ross’s expedition was the circumnaviga¬ 
tion of Baffin’s Bay, and the confirmation of the statements of 
the old navigator. 

We must dismiss Captain Buchan’s expedition to Spitzljergen 
■with parenthetical mentiou. There is no work from which a 
general idea of tiie icy regions can be more pleasantly gained than 
from Captain Beccliey’s narrative of the expedition, although 
nothing was gained from it but honour and a very charming 
book. Wc pass at once to the great epoch in Arctic discovery. 
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when Edwaed Faery entered upon the s<?en# in tlie quality 
of chief commander. There was evidently a peculiar fitness and 
congruity between the work to be done and the man appointed 
to do it. Even with the full conviction upion our minds of the 
awful dangers to which navigators who penetrate too far into the 
Arctic regions are exposed^ it is difficult to read a hundred pa^es 
of the four quarto volumes, which contain the history of his adven¬ 
tures, written by himself, and not to feel that hpwever great the 
embarrassments in which he may be involved,—?iio matter how 
appalling the dangers which may threaten momentary destruction 
to his ships,—in some way or other the cool judgment and 
unerring tact of the commanding officer will liberate the exp^ 
dition. A sailor who took service under Parry might have felt 
that he stood an excellent chance of being locked up for a 
winter or two amongst icebergs, and of spending the remaining 
portion of the year in conflict with the elemental powers — but 
if his captain had promised that he should be paid off at Ports¬ 
mouth on a particular day at no matter how distant a date, he 
might have given directions for a jollification at the ‘ Blue Posts * 
or the ‘ Admiral Keppel,’ on the day named, in full security 
that his tryst would not be broken. More than this—he 
would have known that his ])crils and labours could not be un¬ 
productive of a result under sucli consummate guidance. If the 
service in hand were to be carried out, it would be carried qut; 
if the powers of nature proved too stroag for the dariig of man, 
at least no stain would be attached to those who had been 
worsted in the endeavour. It would be improper to judge of^ 
Sir Edward Parry’s four volumes according to the usual canons'^ 
of literary criticism. There is no attempt at fine writing about 
him. The author has been appointed to penetrate to a parti¬ 
cular point, to make certain scientific observations, to maintain 
good health, good*'humour, and good discipline amongst his. 
crews, and to bring them back safe to England. He does all* 
this, and every day he jots ^wn memoranda of the day’s work 
— careless of form, so he make himself intelligible. 

Our contractirig space warns us that we must not enter into 
any minute details of Sir E. Parry’s three first expeditions. 
We omit more particular mention of these on the assumption 
that they are the best known of all the Arctic voyages. Two 
maps at this moment are lying open before us: the one, the 
map prefixed by Sir Edward Parry himself to the account of 
his voyage, published in 1821; the other is a little ‘Chart 
‘ of the Arctic Kegions,’ published the other day by Wyld, 
which professes to give the subsequent discoveries, even down 
to the advance of Commander Ingleficld up Smith’s Sound. In 



358 The Arctic Regions. Oct. 

the course of a ifuarter of a century how much has been effected 
in a westerly direction beyond ‘ Parry’s farthest I’ True it is 
that to tlie south—thanks to the two Rosses and Mr. Rae, and 
also to Parry himself upon a subsequent expedition,—we are 
acquainted with the extent and character of Prince'Regent’s 
Inlet down to the southern point of Committee Bay. Captain 
Austin and Mr. Kennedy have helped us to a more accurate 
knowledge of the shores of North Somerset and of Prince of 
Wales’s Land. To the north, Wellington Channel has been 
navigated by Captain Penny for a considerable distance; but 
to the west Parry has reached the furthest point which has ever 
been attained in ships. Let all due honour be given to the 
active and intelligent officer who made his way further on foot. 

A short time after his return to England from his third voyage, 
we find the same indefatigable officer engaged in conducting a 
sledge-bbat expedition from Spitzbergen in the direction of the 
North Pole. The credit of the idea, we believe, is due to Sir John 
Franklin, who commanded the ‘ Trent,’ in 1818, when Captain 
Buchan in the * Dorothea’ w'as the chief. None of the Arctic 
expeditions is more interesting than this one, but we must dis¬ 
miss it from our present attention with this brief note. As is 
, well known, the attempt proved fruitless. On the 26th of July 
the party reached 82'' 40', 23" in long. 19° 25' E. The ther¬ 
mometer stood in the shade SP to 36'*, and 57“ in the sun; no 
bottom atllOO-fathoms. ..They had only accomplished 172 miles 
from the spot at which they had left the' Hecla,’ having traversed 
^'by their icckonkig 292 miles, of which 100 by water before 
%itering on the ice. Parry calculated that, in reality, he and 
his patty had gone, over 668 statute miles of distance, as they 
had been compelled to cover the ground three and sometimes 
* five times over. We leave it to the consideration of all persons 
dn authority whether the result of this eifterprise, conducted 
‘'Under such auspices, and terminating in such a failure, should 
not be esteemed copclusive againirt; any further endeavours of 
, the like kind to reach the Pole by means of sledges and boats, 
at least in the jummer season. 

In the whom series of Arctic expeditions we know of nothing 
more purely horrible than the narrative of Captain Lyon’s 
VQyage to Wager River in the year 1824. Such relief to the 
feelings as may be afforded by the contemplation of human 
courage ^d human fortitude, maintained at their utmost point 
of tension for days and weeks together, no doubt^*«an' be derived 
from this |)rief history. But the thought will force itself in, 
why were men cast |n so heroic a mould nailed as it were 
tothe rack for so long a tirae.^ We know what English 
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seamen are; there is no occasion for sacrificing a ship’s crew 
every now and then, that we may feel secure that the traditional 
heroism of the British navy has not departed from it. Does it 
not make the mind of the reader burn with a more than com¬ 
mon indignation when he finds, the late secretary to the Admi¬ 
ralty, Sir John Barrow, coolly remarking, ‘ It must, indeed, 

‘ be owned that there was more than a usual want of prudence 
' in sending such a small and sluggish ship alone through a 
‘ navigation wJiich had been proved and con(lemned:^as one of 

* the most difficult and dangerous of tlie i^any difficult ones 

* that occur in this part of tlie Arctic Seas.’ Well might Cap¬ 
tain Lyon write on entering the scene of his trials, |hat he felt 
most forcibly ^ the want q|' an accompanying ship, if not to help 

* us, at least to break 4he. death-liKe stillness of the seas.’ It 
was boisterous enough before they had done with it. The duty 
required of them was to reach Wager River or Repulse Bay, 
to cross Melville Peninsula, and so to proceed along the north¬ 
ern shore of America to Point Turnagain. Nothing of all this 
could be accomplished. As soon as thtfy reached Rowe’s Wel¬ 
come a heavy sea set in, and a thick fog settled down; the tide 
was falling; every anclior was let go; there was a low beach 
astern of them, upon which they were dragging down, and on 
which the surf was rolling to an awful height. • It was certain 
death to all had they becd driven upon it^ or had the tide fallen 
lower. There was .nothing more to be uones ‘ Jlvery man,’ 
writes Captain Lyon, ‘brought his bag on deck and dressed” 

‘ himself, and in the fine atlilctic Ibrras whijch stood exposed 
‘ before me I did not see one muscle quiver, nor tlie slightest 
‘ sign of alarm. . . . And now that every thing in our power 
‘ has been done, I called all hands aft, and to a merciful God 
‘ offered prayers for our preservation. I thanked every one, 

‘ for their excellent conduct, and cautioned them, as we should 

* in all probability soon appear before our Maker, to enter h^ 

‘ presence as men resigned $,o their fate. The officers sat about 
‘ wherever they could find shelter from ^the sea, and the men 
‘lay down conversing with each other with the most perfect’ 
‘ calmness.’ But we will not harrow up the feelings of our 
readers by any further* commemoration of such scenes. All 
honour to the officers and crew of the ‘ Griper,’ but we trust that 
British seamen may never again be sent in such a ship and on 
such an errand! 

The aiithprities at the Admiralty Appear soon to have lost 
sight of the history of this voyage. In the years 1836-37 the 
present Sir George Back, an officer whose character for ability, 
enterprise, and courage stands deservedly high, was despatched 
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in a single'Bhip—the 'Teiror,’ and well-nigh on the same busi¬ 
ness. Near Southampton Island the ship got firmly wedged in 
^ the ice, and for ten months Captain Back and his companions 
were driven hither and thither at the will of the winds, the 
, currents,* and the tides. At times the thermometer stood at 
33®, the ice encompassed them on all sides, * crashing, grinding, 
* and rocking,’ For four months of the time the case was still 
more desperate, when the ship was cradled in a single fioe, 
which was .borne about without possibility of control upon the 
current. We can^t, however, dwell ui)on the details of the 
voyage. It was unsuccessful, as the voyage of Sir Edward 
Parry and^paptain Lyon in the same direction had been. As 
in the case of the sledge-boats by Sgitzbergen, or the expedi¬ 
tions down Prince Regent’s Inlet, we-swo^ld again suggest the’ 
legitimate inference from these failures. Let the passages by 
Roe’s Welcome and Fox’s Channel henceforth remain the pages 
of a sealed book. Indeed, the subsequent additions to our 
geographical kna?vledge in this quarter would render further 
endeavours of a similar kind simply unnecessary. 

One more voyage exhausts the catalogue given on our first 
list, with the single exception of Sir Johij Franklin’s last expe¬ 
dition, upon which we are not, unfortunately, iii a condition to 
speak. In the year 1829, Captain John Ross, in company 
with his nephew, the present Sir Janies Ross, sailed for Prince 
Regent’s InLt in a small steamer called the'* Victory.’ The cost 
of the expedition, which was a private one, was defrayed by 
the late Sir Fcli^Booth. Captain John Ross proceeded down 
Prince Regent’s Inlet to Brentford Bay, which is thirty miles 
south of Cape Garry, the furthest point which had been seen 
by PaiTy. The coast, which is a prolongation of the coast of 
North Somerset,—as we now know divided from it only by 
Bcllot’s Strait,—was considered by Captain Boss to be that of 
a yet undiscovered land, which he named ‘ Boothia,’ after the 
gentleman who had supplied him with funds. There can, how¬ 
ever, be no doubt that Captain Ross conducted his expedition 
■^vith great spirit, even to a degree of rashness. The ship was 
pushed down a^far as Felix Harbour, and from this point some 
very important excursions were made by Captain John Ross 
and his nephew. Amongst other fruits of the expedition must 
be named the determination of the situation of the North Mag¬ 
netic Pole—a result attributable to the scientific skill of the 
present Sir James Ross,and the partial survey of the western 
shore* of Boothia. It will be sufficient if we add' that Com¬ 
mander James Ross in the course of his survey of the north-west 
coast of Boothia reached, some straits, which he crossed, and 
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found himself upVn an island. From this island, again, he 
passed over to that which Mr. Simpson has since proved to bo 
also an island, and which is- now known as King William’s 
Land. This was the furthest westerly point ^tained by the 
expedition. They were obliged to abandon thelf ship at Felix 
Harbour, and make their way up by Fury Beach to Barrow’s 
Straits. The Straits, however, were found impracticable, and 
they were compelled to fall back upon the stores at Fury 
Beach, and so to pass their fourth winter—the winter of 1832 
—in the icy regions. Tt was not until the night of July 25. 
1833 that they succeeded in reaching Navy Board Inlet in their 
boats. The party was soon aroused with the joyful intelligence 
that a ship was in sight. By a most singular coincidence this 
vessel turned out to be the ‘ Isabella,’ of Hull, the very ship in 
which Captain John Boss had proceeded to the Arctic regions 
for the first time in 1818. He and his companions now enjoyed 
a felicity given to few; namely, that of hearing the particulars 
of their own deaths, and the grief which their loss had occa¬ 
sioned. 

We do not propose to enter at all into the particulars of any 
of the expeditions mentioned in the second list. The trip mado 
by Captain Clavering with Colonel Sabine on.board, to Spitz- 
bergen and Greenland, holds forth no lesson, ahd the same may 
be said of Captain Beechey’s run to Behring’s Straits, and of his 
advance to Point Barrow. The two wonderful expeditions of 
Sir John Franklin, in company with Sir John Richardson and 
Sir George Back, will always remain as amongst the mbst 
astonishing feats performed by men who survived to tell the 
tale. We cannot picture to ourselves scenes of greater desolation 
than those in which a few jaded and starved men might have 
been seen staggering through a wilderness destitute of food 
and hope, now plucking a rare tuft of ‘ rock-tripe,’ now sinking 
exhausted on the ground ; the murder of poor Hood, the 
righteous retribution inflicted on the treacherous Iroquois,—all 
must be too familiar to our readers to need repetition here. But 
we must not pass over the fact that the well-nigh entire survey 
of the coast of North America, from Icy Cape to the northern 
point of Melville Peninsula, has been accomplished by the 
exertions of the brave and skilful men whose n|racs are recorded 
on our second list. Surely, now-a-days, it must be unnecessary 
to refer in terms of praise to such narratives as those of Captain 
Back and Mr. Rae, or to Mr. Simpson’s description of how much 
has been effected on the shores of North America by the officers 
of the Hudson’s Bay Company. 

We now arrive at that point'*in the history of Arctic dis- 
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covtry which still continues to occupy the attention of the 
civilised world ; we mean the disappearance of Sir John 
Franklin and his companions. Were the authorities of the 
Admiralty justified in despatching a further expedition in the 
year 1845 in search of a North-western Passage ? Surely the 
apprehensions that had been aroused in the public mind by the 
protracted absence of the two Rosses, some twelve years before, 
should have been sufficient to inspire hesitation as to the pro¬ 
priety of any such step. Captain Parry, indeed, had been 
arrested oflP Melville Island. Sir John Franklin, therefore, was 
directed to push forward in the latitude of 74|® till'he reached 
the longitude of Cape Walker,,'-or about 98® W. From that 
point he was to shape a course southward and westward as 
directly as might be for Behring’s Straits. On the 26th May, 
1845, Sir John Franklin sailed from Sheerness with the 
* Erebus ’ and ‘ Terror,’- Captain Crozier being the second in 
command. 

We have already mentioned the two letters written by this 
'officer from Baffin’s Bay to Mr. Corry and to Colonel Sabine. 
The subsequent fact that the expedition was seen by whalers is 
©f little account, as wc now know that they passed the winter 
of 1845-46 in a small cove between Cape Riley and Beecliey 
Island, facing Lancaster Sound. Here Captain Ommanney dis¬ 
covered three graves bearing the names of W. Braine, R.M.. and 
John Hartnell of the ‘ Erebus,’ and John Torringtoii of the 
‘ Terror.’ Here, too, were found remains of the observatory, 
carpenter’s shop, and armourer’s forge. Upon the hill-side and 
beach were fragments of wood, metal, and clothing, with stacks 
of empty meat-tins. They had already consumed largely of 
their supplies. Subsequently traces were found to the northward 
of Port Innis, Wellington Channel, which might, however, have 
belonged to a travelling party which had subsequently returned 
to the main encampment. These again consisted of fragments 
of clothing, preserved meat-tins, and scraps of papers. One of 
these bore the name of McDonald, the medical officer to the 
expedition. The mind dwells with anxiety upon these few 
relics of so much life and heroism, as though it were possible to 
extract from them some meaning or suggestion. But, no! 
inexplicable mysjery! at this point we are thrown upon the 
vague chapter of possibilities. Every man has his hypothesis, 
and his suggestion. All of these, which have reasonable colour 
and semblance, have been acted upon. Expedition after expe¬ 
dition has been' sent out, but all in vain : beyond the few points 
already named, and the flyinj^ phantasmagoria of the two ships 
seen by the ‘ Renovation,’ we have not a fact to go upon. The 
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mystery remains as impenetrable as at the first moment it was 
proposed for solution. 

Already, in 1847, the Admiralty had begun to conceive alarm 
a» to the fate of the missing voyagers. Instructions, bearing 
date January 3. 1848, were given to Commander Moore to take 
the brig * Plover ’ round to Behring’s Straits, in order to afford 
relief to Sir John Franklin and his party, should they have 
succeeded in making their way so far through the ice. We 
have heard from the ‘ Plover’ in August, 1852. She has been 
moved up to Point Barrow under another commander, no 
tidings have been received of the lost navigators, and the anxiety 
is now for another expedition, which has been sent through 
Behring’s Straits in search of the ^irst. Commander Moore was 
to be joined by Captain Kcllctt with the ‘ Herald,’ and together 
they were to do what was best to be done, to enter inlets, to 
search the coasts, to question the natives; above all, to send out 
boat parties to the eastward, which were directed to co-operate 
with a party which was to descend the Mackenzie River under 
the command of Sir John Richardson. The service was sub¬ 
sequently accomplished, but it led to nothing. Sir John 
Richardson, the companion and friend of the gallant Franklin, 
in a moment postponed every other engagement and con¬ 
sideration to the duty of succouring his former chief. Again he 
visited the * barren grounds,’ in which, in other .days, he had 
known the extremes of human misery ; but not afll^nis devotion, 
not all his singleness of purpose, could avail .against the powers 
of nature. He was forced to return, delegating his sacred trust 
to Mr. John Rae, a gentleman every way worthy to occupy his 
place,—we can give no higher praise. 

But we must not anticipate the course of events. It will be 
our duty presently to mention specifically what has been 
accomplished, or rather attempted, on the side of Behring’s 
Straits, and on the mainland. To go back a few months: it was 
as early as February, 1847, that Captain Hamilton wrote to the 
most distinguished Arctic navigators, requesting their opinion as 
to the course that should be pursued. Sir John Ross had 
written to the Admiralty offering his services to proceed up 
Barrow’s Straits in search of the expedition. His idea was 
that Franklin had got his ships into the drift ice at the western 
end of Melville Island, a situation from which he would be 
unable to extricate them, and that as the drift of the ice on the 
spot indicated was to thq southward they must have been 
carried to land seen at a great distance in that direction. Sir 
John’s proposition was to secure his own ship in harbour at the 
southern side of Barrow’s Straits,—to carry succour, if possible. 
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to the Toyagers, if not, to await them; and meanwhile to survey 
the western coast of Boothia, in order to decide the question of 
a north-west passage. The proposal was referred to Sir Edward 
Parry, but did not meet with the approval of that oflScer. Has 
suggestion was to push supplies to the northern coast of America 
by the assistance of the Hudson’s Bay Company, and to direct 
the Commander-in-Chief in the Pacific to send a small vessel to 
look into Behring’s Straits, which vessel was to despatch a boat 
expedition to the eastward in the manner pursued by Captain 
Beechey in the 'Blossom.’ Sir^.James Boss advised, inde¬ 
pendently of this machinery, if no tidings were received of the 
expedition before the conclusion of 1847, that preparations 
should be made for sending out two ships in search, of equal 
power with the ‘ Erebus ’ and ' Terror,’ which should pursue, as 
nearly as might be, what might be supposed to be the same 
route. Colonel Sabine looked for the lost voyagers at Behring’s 
Straits, and recommended that an especial look-out should be 
kept there. He even considered it as probable that they might 
come down the Asiatic or the American side of the Strait 
should they have succeeded in reaching the open sea spoken of 
by Wrangell. Captain Beechey appears rather to have looked 
to the probability that Sir John Franklin should have got down 
upon Victoria Land, his first great eftbrt being made S. and 
S. W. of Cape Walker, and have there been blocked up by the 
ice. In this (base he was of opinion that Franklin would rather 
have directed his boats up Sir James Boss’s Straits and liegcnl’s 
Inlet than have attempted a long land journey upon the con¬ 
tinent of America. We should add that in a second memo¬ 
randum, Sir James Boss, enlarging upon Parry’s idea, suggested 
the propriety of establishing a depot ship somewhere about 
Behring’s Straits, approving specifically of the employment of 
the ‘ Herald ’ and the ‘ Plover ’ in the manner afterwards carried 
out. 

Our notice of so many distinct expeditions as were recom¬ 
mended, and despatched, must necessarily be confined in a very 
small space. It should be remembered that we are now writing 
six years after these recommendations were ofiered, and these 
expeditions organised. It cannot be said, even now, that they 
were, ill-advised or ill-judged. They all proceeded upon the 
idea that Franklin was blocked up in some inlet or creek in that 
well-nigh unknown district of the Arctic Sea which lies between 
the 90th and 120th W. meridian, and between 70° and 75° N.* 
or thereabouts. Either he was still here confined in the ice, or 
he had succeeded in passing through these land-locked inlets 
with his ships, or finally, and more probably, he had abandoned 
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bis ships at some point or other of this inhospitable region, and 
was endeavouring, he and his 137 companions, to effect their 
escape in boats. But, in what direction ? there lay the main 
point of the question. Some, as it has been seen, were of 
opinion that Franklin would make for the Hudson’s Bay settle¬ 
ments ; others looked for him in Barrow’s Straits by way of 
Prince Eegent’s Inlet; others at a still more easterly point of 
the same straits. Again, it was suggested that he might have 
made his way so far to the east) that he would next be heard of 
in Behring’s Straits. Measures were taken to meet all these 
contingencies. Whatever may be our opinion as to the pro¬ 
priety of sending Franklin upon ‘’uch an errand at all, certainly 
the Board has not been remiss in organising and carrying out 
measures for his relief. These co nmence even from so early a 
period as two years after his departure from England. 

In the first place, as we hd^o already stated. Sir John 
Richardson and Mr. Rae left this country for the Mackenzie 
River on the 25th March, 1848. On the 4th of August they 
reached the sea, and narrowly searched the w'hole coast from the 
Mackenzie to the Coppermine. No traces of the missing' 
voyagers were found, and the explorers were convinced, from 
the inquiries they instituted amongst the Esquimaux, that no 
ships had passed within view of the mainland. Sir John 
Richardson seems to have become more and more impressed 
with the opinion that the ships were probably shut up in some 
of the passages between Victoria, Bank’s, and WolMston Lands. 
Franklin, in his opinion, w'ould have complied literally with the 
Admiralty directions, and have pushed directly for Cape Walker, 
and' thence to the S. W. without looking to the S. or N. of 
Barrow’s Straits. This opinion was expressed after the result 
of the fruitless journeys undertaken by Sir James Ross and 
his companions was known. In pursuance of his own idea, and 
in compliance with thek instructions. Sir John Richardson left 
Mr. Rae to complete his search in the quarters indicated, and 
returned to England in 1849. We should add that in the 
autumn of the same year Mr. Rae was joined by Commander 
Pullen, who had come with a party of twelve from the 'Plover* 
to the Mackenzie from Wainwright Inlet. This ofiicer, as he 
was on his return to England, was met by counter-orders from 
the Admiralty, which directed him to move back eailward as 
far as Cape Bathurst, and then strike out to -sea direct for 
Bank’s Land. This incident naturally falls into place here in 
connexion with Mr. Rae’s efforts in the same direction. It must 
be sufficient, if we add, that after a failure owiag to the in¬ 
clemency of the weather, Mr. Rae, in May, 1851, succeeded in 
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crossing over the straits to Wollaston Land, and examined that 
district between HO® and 117® 17' W. without finding any 
passage to the north, without coming on any trace of Franklin’s 
party, and without obtaining any tidings of them from the 
Esquimaux, nor were his subsequent exertions attended with 
better effect as far as Franklin and his party were concerned. 
Another disappointed hope. 

^ The efforts made by Sir John Bichardson and Mr. Eae were 
to be contemporaneous witK the advance?' of the ^ Plover,’ Com¬ 
mander Moore, into Behring’s • Straits, supported by Captain 
£[ellctt in the ‘Herald.’ No success, as far as the main object 
of their expedition was concerned, attended the effc^s of these 
gentlemen. In a gcogniphicab point of view. Captain Kellett 
made an important addition to our knowledge, by the glimpse 
he caught of land almost identical in position with that seen by 
Admiral Wrangell, off Cape ‘Srakan, in 1822. How if there 
shonld be a vast mass of land at this point, or, more probably, a 
mass of islands, like that round Melville and Barrow’s Straits ? 
Be this, however, as it may. Captain Kellett in due time departed, 
and the ‘ Plover’ was placed in Kotzebue Sound for the winter. 
Lieutenant Pullen had previously quitted her at Wainwright 
Inlet, from whence, as we have already mentioned, he made his 
way to the Mackenzie Biver, and joined Mr. Bae, after a most 
arduous and dangerous passage. Thus, then, the whole northern 
coast of America, from Behring’s Straits to the Coppermine, had 
been carefifliy examined in the course of 1848-49, without 
tidings of the missing expedition. The attention of the Indians 
and the Esquimaux, and of all the Hudson’s Bay Company sta¬ 
tions, and of the Bussian stations on the Colville, was earnestly 
directed to procure any tidings of the lost voyagers. No tidings 
have ever been received. 

' In conjunction with these efforts we must now mention the 
searching expedition sent out under th%command of Sir James 
Boss. This attempt, too, like all others to succour the doomed 
voyagers, terminated in absolute failure. In this instance, 
again, the Admiralty cannot be said to be obnoxious to the 
reproach of having employed inefficient agents, or entrusted 
them with insufficient means. No name o% the list of Polar 
explorers stood higher than that of Sir James C. Boss, who had 
retumedi five or six years previously, from the Antarctic re¬ 
done, where, in the course of four years, he had greatly distin¬ 
guished himself, both as a seaman and a scientific observer. 
Two ships were put under his charge, — the ‘ Enterprise ’ and 
* investigatof ’; the first, a vessel of 540, the second, of 480 
tons. The united complement of the two ships amounted to 
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136 men,—just three men less than Franklin took with him . 
On the 12th of Jun^ 1848, this expedition left England, and 
after meeting with considerable difficulty from the ice in Baffin’s 
Bay, succeeded in reaching Possession Bay on the 30th August. 
Barrow’s Strait was examined nearly to the entrance of Wel¬ 
lington Channel. Thick ic., i choked up the passage, and after 
an attempt to find winter quarters near Cape Eennell, on the 
opposite coast, the ships were finally brought up at Leopold 
Island. The situation cannot be Considered a bad one, with 
reference to the end in view, as being a central point at which 
the four great highways of this region unite, or nearly so. Sir 
James Boss, moreover, appears to have had little choice in the 
matter. At Port Leopold, then, they remained during the 
winter, and early in the spring of 1849, travelling parties were 
sent out in every direction. Sir James Ross himself advanced 
along the northern shore of North Somerset as far as the little 
island of which Cape Bunny forms part. In every direction 
save south, nothing could be seen but heavy hummocky ice. To 
the south the party proceeded for some distance, but came upon 
no traces of the missing expedition. During Sir James Boss’s 
absence, the northern shore of Barrow’s Straits, g,iid the eastern 
and western shore of Bryant’s Inlet had been examined as far as 
was practicable; but all was in vain. Finally, he appears to 
have come to the condusion that Franklin could not have been 
detained in that part of the Arctic regions, and that the only 
safe ground of reliance must be placed in the opA’ations of Sir 
John Richardson on the northern coast of America. What re¬ 
mains to be told is melancholy enough. The story certainly 
does not bear upon the fate of the lost ships, save in so far as it 
affords an example of the perils of Arctic navigators. At the 
latter end of August 1849, the ‘Enterprise’ and ‘Investigator’ 
succeeded in getting clear of Leopold Harbour, and a course was 
shaped for tlie north shore of Barrow’s Straits with the view of 
examining Wellington Channel, and then proceeding to Mel¬ 
ville Island. When the explorers arrived about twelve miles 
from the shore, nothing but an uniform sheet of heavy ice was 
seen to the westward. On the Ist September the ships were 
beset in the loo^e pack. Ridges of hummocks were thrown 
up around them. The thermometer fell to zero, and the whole 
body of the ice was formed into'a solid mass which ffirmed one 
entire sheet extending from shore to shore in Barrow’s Strait. 
Every man on board the two searching ships had made up his* 
mind tliat they were destined to pass the winter where they 
were, when suddenly the wind shifted from east to west, and the 
whole body of ice begsin to drive eastward at the rate of eight 
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to teii miles dmly. Thus^ in the centre of a body of ice more 
than fifty miles in circumference^ the two Vessels were carried 
hopelessly along in a position in which human skill and courage 
comd be of little avail indeed. It is almost unnecessary that we 
shoifid recall the reader’s attention to the similar situation of 
Cilptain Back in the ‘ Terror,’ twelve years before, in Hudson’s 
Bay. Nothing now was anticipated by the crews but certain 
destruction; for on thi west coast of Baffin’s Bay they were well 
aware that u])on the shallow bimks they would meet with so 
many grounded icebergs as to render it well-nigh impossible 
that they should escape destruction. They were slowly borne 
along until they were abreast of Pond’s Bay, when they saw a 
number of icebergs stretching along their path, and resigned 
thomseives to their doom. At this moment, as though at a 
given signal, the field of ice was shivered into fragments; all 
sail was made, warps were run out, and the crews succeeded in 
springhig the ships past the heavy floe-pieces, and thus reached 
the oiKjn water. It had, however, become impossible to do any¬ 
thing more that season, as every harbour was closed, and signal 
was made to shape a course for England. The ships were 
brought home in safety in the last days of October, 1849. 

Great disappointment was felt at the failure of this expedition, 
for expectation had been highly raised. Early in 1849 the 
North Star,’ under the command of Mr. Saunders, had been de¬ 
spatched with supplies and provisions to Sir James Boss; but by 
a curious endtogli coincidence at tlie very time the ‘ Entcrj)rise ’ 
and Investigator’were being drifted down Lancaster Sound, as 
every body supposed, to certain destruction, the ‘ North Star,’ 
which had been sent to their succour, nearly shared the same 
fate near Melville Sound in the northerly part of Baffin’s Bay. 
It was on the 21st September that as the ‘NortbStar’ was being 
borne along upon an ice-field, a huge iceberg was descried just 
across their path. The very obstacle which threatened them 
with destruction proved their salvation. A corner of the field 
struck against the berg; the effect of the blow was to sjiin 
the field round, cut it open, and release the 6hi[). It is not 
without great pain that we call attention to such incidents as 
these; but when Arctic navigators are missing for eight years, 
it is irrational to dismiss from our calculations all recollection of 
what has happened to ])eTSoni similarly circumstanced. On 
the 21st of September, 1849, there was not one chance out of a 
hundred that tlie ‘Enterprise’ and ‘Investigator,’the ships that 
had been sent out to succour Franklin, and the ‘North Star,’ 
■which had been sent out to succour the ‘Enterprise’and ‘Investi¬ 
gator’ should have escaped destruction with total loss of all men 
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on Itoard the three ships. Ther * North Star ’ wintered in W*olsten- 
liolme Sound, and was not able to get clear of her winter 
quarters until August, 1850. That we may for the itioment 
dismiss the ships from our consideration, wc will here add, that 
in August 1850 she fell in with certain other searching ships 
which had more recently sailed from England and the IJnitcd 
States, and which we shall have occasion presently to mention, 
landed her supplies in Navy Board Inlet, vid returned safe to 
England in the end of September, 1850. 

With the adventures of the ‘North Star,’ the first series of 
expeditions in s^ch of Sir John Eranklin and his corapanioils 
concludes. Recapitulating these in order, we find that Com¬ 
mander Moore with the ‘Plover,’ and Captain Kcllett^.with 
the ‘ Jlerald,’ were sent to guard the Behring’s Straits’ oulilel, 
should it so have happened that Franklin had succoeded in 
penetrating so far east. A boat party from the ‘Plover’ was 
despatched under the command of Lieutenant Pullen to the 
Mackenzie, whilst Sir John Richardson and Mr. Rae, making 
their way through the Hudson’s Bay facttlcmcnts, carried on the 
examination of the west from the Mackenzie to the Coppermine. 
Next, Lieutenant Pullen was directed upon Banks’ Land, from 
Cape Bathurst, whilst Mr. Rae undertook to make what search 
thq powers of nature would permit in Wollaston and Victoria!^ 
Lauda* Sir James Ross, meanwhile, Avns appointed to follow 
upon Franklin’s course down Lancaster Sound and Barrow’s 
Straits, whilst Mr. Saunders was despatched aftdi* him the 
following year, with supplies and instructions to prolong his 
examination of the various inlets into Barrow’s Strait. We 
shall consider all the expeditions which have been since de¬ 
spatched until Sir Edward Belcher’s, a's forming part of a second 
scries of eftbrts to follow up the search of the missing navi¬ 
gators. 

First, let us direct our attention to Bcdiring’s Straits. At 
this point we still find the ‘Plover’ stationed as depot-ship: 
*he had passed the winter of 1849-50 at Chamisso Island. In 
the summer of 1850 she had again been joined by the ‘ Herald,’ 
and again, the tw'o ships bore uj) for the north until they were 
turned back by the pack-icc. But a more serious attempt was 
intended by way of Behring’s Straits, and was aciujilly carried 
out in January 1850 by the despatch of the ‘Enterprise’ a«d 
‘ Investigator’ under the command respectively of Captain 
Collinson and Commander M‘LuTe. The ships were separated 
at sea. On the 15th of August, Captain Collinson with the 
‘Investigator’ reached Wainwright Inlet, and endeavoured to 
push for the east, but was turned back by the ice. He reached 
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the meridian of Cape Barrow, and then having satisfied himself 
that further progress with the ships northerly and easterly was 
simply impossible, he was compelled to return to Point Hope. 
We lire most happy in being enabled to state that the Panama 
Herald of December 25. 1852, mentions that the * Enterprise’ 
had been recently seen by American whalers. With regard to 
the * Investigator,’ with Commander M‘Lure, we know that she 
was seen by the ‘ I^erald’ off Point Hope on the 31st of July, 
1850, steering for Point Barrow, which place she must have 
reached nearly a fortnight before the ‘ Enterprise.’ We know, 
moreover, that it was Commander M*Lure’s declared intention 
to push his ship into the ice off Cape Bathurst if he could get 
there,, or upon the 130° W. meridian, and so endeavour to reach 
Banks’ Hand. Supposing all to go well, and his ship to be 
liberated in due course, his next effort would be to get to the 
northward of Melville Island, and to penetrate in the direction 
of Jones’s Sound. If the 6hi})S could not be e:itricated, this 
officer was to make bis way in boats and sledges either to Leo¬ 
pold Harbour or the Mackenzie according to circumstances. 
The ship is victualled unf^l September of the present year; but 
in Commander M‘Lure’s last despatch (July 20. 1850), he men¬ 
tions that their provisions might be spun out so as to yield 
^mother year’s suj)ply. We have nothing further to tell about 
the * Investigator’ and her crew. 

Along^iiy^ northern coast line of America the most vigilant 
watch is ^^lpt, not only at the Hudson’s Bay posts, but by the 
natives, vifhb have been roused to undertake researches in every 
direction. It must be confessed, that in this quarter hope has 
long since given way to discouragement, and discouragement Is 
sinking into despair. It is not conceivable, had Sir John 
Franklin and his party been compelled to abandon their ships 
at anypoint between Melville and Barrow Straits and the 
northern coast of America, that tliey Avould not long since have 
succeeded in reaching the continent had such been their intention. 
It is of course possible that they might have perished somewhere 
in this region, either by a sudden and overwhelming calamity, or 
in the course of their endeavours to arrive at a place of succour. 
But the calamity, if it occurred there, must have occurred long 
since. It seems absolutely incredible, even with what we know 
of the inhospitable nature of the Arctic regions, that some of 
the party should not, in the course of these many years, have 
succeeded in reaching a point, which, on the worst supposition, 
could not have been above three or four hundred miles distant 
from the spot at which they were stopped. The northern eoast 
of America, and the westerly region about Behring’s Straits, 
as we have shown, were provided for; it next becomes our 
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duty to mention the efforts made for the relief of the lost tra¬ 
vellers by way of Baffin’s Bay and Lancaster Sound, subse¬ 
quently to the return of Sir James Boss in 1849. 

Our rapidly contracting space warns us that our mention of 
these expeditions must be of the briefest kind. We the more 
readily acquiesce in this necessity, because, as far as Sir John 
Franklin is concerned, all thfese expeditions liave been uiisucces- 
ful, and because we shall simply be dealing with that small 
section of the polar regions to which our former remarks must 
in some degree have familiarised the reader. The ships of 
which we are about to give a list were directed, with one excep¬ 
tion, upon the track of Parry and the two Bosses, and have not 
succeeded in adding much to the information with which we 
had already been furnished by these remarkable men. Cap¬ 
tain Penny—let honour be given where honour is due— 
discovered open sea up Wellington Channel. Mr. Kennedy, 
in the ' Prince Albert,’ in company with a most humane and 
gallant officer of the French navy. Lieutenant Bellot, traced 
the narrow Straits that separate North Somerset from Boothia, 
and conducted an expedition upon the main of Prince of 
Wales’s Land, which, taken in conjunction with Sir James 
Boss’s earlier discoveries, and the subsequent expedition of 
Mr. Bae to Victoria Land, would seem to show that a com¬ 
munication actually does exist between Barrow’s Straits and 
the channel on the north of America by an inlet runij^ south 
of Cai>e Walker; in other words, by such an inlet Sfwe one 
contemplated by the Admiralty instructions to Sir John 
Franklin. Every credit is also due to Captains Austin and 
Ommanney for their exertions, and for the additions they have 
made to our hydrographical knowledge on the west of Prince of 
Wales’s Land, in Melville Straits, and at the mouth of Jones’s 
Sound, and more particularly to Lieutenant M'Clintock for his 
advance to the most westerly point yet attained. But it is not 
necessary to enter into details of these expeditions, as they have 
not succeeded in throwing any light upon the fate of Franklin 
and his companions, beyond the one point to which we have 
already adverted; namely, that they passed the winter of 
1845-46 at the mouth of Wellington Channel. Thus then 
stands the list, exclusive of the Behring Straits expedition, 
consisting of'Enterprise,' ‘ Investigator,’andPlover,’ and of 
Mr. Kennedy’s subsequent voyage alludedjo above. 


1. 


’Resolute 
Assistance 
Pioneer (screw) 
,Intrepid (screw) 


Captain Austin. 
Captain Ommapney. 
Lieutenant Osborn. 
Lieutenant Cator. 



372 


The Arctic Regions. 


Oct 


- Captain Penny. 

- Mr. Stewai't. 

- Lieutenant De Haven. 

- Mr. GriflBn, 

- Sir John Ross. 

- Commander Forsytlu 

- Commander Inglefield. 

All these expeditions have returned home re infeetd. Nothing 
has resulted from their efforts but the single discovery of the 
first winter encampment. It would, of course, be idle to enter 
upon any discussion of mere rumours, such as that of Adam 
Beck and the Esquimaux, which have been raised and set at 
rest. We must deal with facts, not with rumours; but we are 
still left drifting about the sea of conjecture. 

If we do not speak in detail of the gallantry and ability dis¬ 
played by Captain Austin, Captain Oramanney, Commander 
Forsyth, Captain Penny, Mr. Kennedy, and Lieutenant Bcllot 
in the course of the various expeditions above enumerated, it is 
not that we are insensible to the value and character of their 
services. More particular mention of one would be injustice 
to all the others, and considerations of space forbid the at¬ 
tempt to assign to all their due meed of praise. But we 
should indeed be obnoxious to the charge of ingratitude, were 
we to conclude these remarks without offering a tribute of 
thanks toHhe people of the United States, and more especially 
to the Senate, and to that princely merchant, Mr. Grinnell, for 
their sympathy and exertions on behalf of our lost countrymen. 
If the ‘Advance’ and ‘Rescue’ have not discovered any traces of 
Frfljnklin and his companions, certainly it has not been for want 
of effort on the part of the brave men who undertook the charge 
of the expedition. Expressions of praise in such a case, we feci, 
would be misplaced. The people of the United States have 
made our sorrows their own: we are mourners in a common 
cause. To the Emperor of Russia too, and to his subjects, our 
most heartfelt acknowledgments are due for the assistance in¬ 
variably rendered by them to our ships and exploring parties. 
It was but the other day the Imperial Government took the 
warmest interest in the projected expedition of Lieutenant Pirn. 
The young officer had proposed to pass overland to the ex- 
tremest point of Siberia, to the seats of the Tchuktchi, the dis¬ 
trict formerly visited by Admiral Wrangell; and to carry 
assistance, if it might be, to his absent countrymen from that 
point. Admiral Matiushkin, however, after full consideration, 
could not advise the Czar to take the responsibility of forward- 


2 . 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6 . 


Lady Franklin - 
Sophia (tender) 
Advance U. S. - 
Rescue U. S. 
Felix - 
"1^ Mary (tender). 
Prince Albert - 
Isabel - 
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in" the young officer to his destination, and he was compelled to 
return. On every occasion we have met with the most zealous 
co-operation from the Bussian authorities at Behring’s Straits. 

Thus, we have exhausted the second series of * Voyages in 
‘ Search.’ Such of them as are still in operation must be carried 
on as part of the third great attempt which is now in progress. 
The main feature of dilference which distinguishes this attempt 
from former ones is, that the officer commanding the expedition 
ill chief has been directed to make his way up north by Wel¬ 
lington Channel to the open sea spoken of by Captain Penny. 
Another officer is to make his way to Melville Island; but Sir 
James Boss and Captain Austin were previously charged with 
the same duty. We can scarcely hope that Captain Kellett 
will succeed in reaching a more westerly point than Lieutenant 
]\PClintock. This new expedition is composed of the same 
ships as Captain Austin took out with him on the previous 
occasion, namely, the ‘ Resolute,’ ‘ Assistance,’ and the two 
screvv steamers ‘ Pioneer’ and ‘ Intrepid.’ To these the ‘ North 
‘ Star ’ has been added. 

Assistance. Sir E. Belcher. Pioneer. Commander Osborne. 

Resolute. Captain Kellett. Intrepid. Commander Cator. 

North Star. Commander Pullen. 

The ‘North Star,’ by the latest advices, September 7. 1852, 
was stationed as depot-ship at Beechey Island, in the mouth of 
Wellington Straits. Sir Edward Belcher had gontf up Wel¬ 
lington Channel on the previous 15 th August. On the same 
day Captain Kellett had sailed eastward for Melville Island. 
The despatches brought home the intelligence that the season 
was what is called an uncommonly ‘ open’ one, or, in other words, 
that the passages were unusually free from ice. What the 
result of all these efforts may be, it is not for us to predict; but 
at least we think public opinion will bear us out in the assertion 
that the sacred duty of searching for our missing countrymen 
and their gallant chief has not been loosely performed. For six 
continuous years the search has been prosecuted with unre¬ 
mitting ardour, and without one answering token which could 
inspire hope of a successful result. 

An idea seems to have arisen that Sir John Franklin has, in 
effect, passed up Wellington Channel into a northern sea; but it 
is based upon no firmer grounds that we know of than the fact, 
that he spent his first winter (1845-46)at the mouth of this strait, 
and that no traces of him have been found elsewhere. Sir John 
Franklin was not a man to depart from the letter of his instruc¬ 
tions; and we know that those prescribed to him another 
course; leaving him, no doubt, a discretionary power in face of 
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impossibilities. To our apprehension, it is not compatible with 
the orders under which he was acting, or with what we know of 
his declared intentions, that Sir John Franklin should have ad¬ 
vanced up Wellington Straits until he had spent a second season 
on the ice upon the line of his prescribed route. It is simply 
inconceivable that he should have pushed on into this hypothe¬ 
tical Polynia without leaving at some spot a record of his move¬ 
ments at Cape Riley or elsewhere. The more he was about to 
diverge from the tenor of his instructions, the more certain does 
it seem that he would have left behind some notice of his inten¬ 
tion. If any inference can be founded upon this absence cf 
information, it would be that he had departed from Cape Riley 
upon his appointed path, and had there encountered his fortune, 
whatever it might be. It is just possible that he may have been 
hurried up Wellington Channel into the Polynia amongst the ice, 
or into a great bay, without time for preparation. Every ap¬ 
pearance at his first encampment would seem to negative this 
suggestion. There was no evidence of haste, the expedition 
departed leisurely and in order. All that can be said is, that 
this contingency too has been provided for. Sir Edward 
Belcher has been despatched upon this track — we can only 
trust tliat he may meet with more success than should, in 
reason, be anticii)ated. The discoveries of Captain Austin and 
Commander Inglefield would seem to preclude all hope by way 
of JonesVor Smith’s Sounds; although, in any case, we do not 
believe that Sir John Franklin, had he been driven out of 
Baffin’s Bay at the break-up of the winter season, would 
quietly, and with favourable gales, have advanced through un¬ 
explored passages at the head of Baffin’s Bay without commu¬ 
nication or memorial. To be sure, he may have been driven 
out of Lancaster Sound, as Sir James Ross was; and, when in 
Baffin’s Bay, may have been overwhelmed by a sudden cala¬ 
mity, such as the one from which the ‘ Enterprise,’ the ‘ Investi¬ 
gator,’ and the * North Star ’ narrowly escaped. It is but right 
that we should here take notice of the decided opinion expressed 
by Sir John Richardson in the introduction to his recent work 
(‘Journal of a Boat Voyn-ge through Rupert’s Land’), w'hich 
is to the effect, that if the ships bad been overwhelmed by some 
sudden calamity in Baffin’s Bay, the disciplined and ’well- 
appointed crews of Sir John Franklin, with every requisite 
machinery at their disposal, nrould have effected their escape in 
their boats; and that some, at least, of them would have turned 
up — to make no mention of tl)e spars and relics of the wrecks. 
This naturally brings us to another fact in this sad history. 
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which has attracted much attention, and which hae only added 
to the previous confusion of conjecture^ 

On or about the 20th of April, 1851, the brig ‘Renovation,’ 
bound from Limerick to Quebec, being then at no great distance 
from St. John’s Light, in Newfoundland, sighted a large iceberg. 
On this iceberg, which stood about thirty feet out of the water, 
and was about two miles in length, two abandoned vessels were 
observed. One was certainly high and dry; the other might 
have had heir keel and bottom in the water, but the ice was a 
long way outside of her. Tlie larger one of the two appeared 
to be between 400 and 500 tons burthen; the smaller one 
somewhat less in size. The large one was lying on her beam- 
ends, with nothing standing but her three lower masts and bow¬ 
sprit; the smaller one was upright, with her three masts, top¬ 
masts on end, topsail and lower yards across. The vessels were 
distinctly made out by the master, the mate, the man at the 
wheel, and, if we remember right, by others of the crew. The 
‘Renovation’ did not approach the abandoned ships nearer than 
five or six miles; the reason stated is, that the ship was under¬ 
handed at the time, the master ill, and the weather unfavour¬ 
able. They approached, however, sufficiently dose to b^ quite 
convinced tliat no one was on board, and that no boats could be 
made out. This is their own tale. It should be added, that 
T.nc ‘ Doctor Knelp,’ a Mecklenburg brig, which arrived at New 
York, from Sligo, a fortnight later than the date o^t|iia occur¬ 
rence, and which consequently must have passed ovel^'the same 
region somewhat more to the southward, saw much ice on the 
banks, also ‘ two vessels abandoned and water-logged.’ There 
is uncertainty as to the precise date. The‘Doctor Kneip’ 
sailed with emigrants from Sligo on the 3rd of April, 1851, and 
arrived at New' York on the 3rd of May. 

Opinions have varied as to the value, of this information with 
rel'ercace to Sir John Franklin’s expedition. In Newfoundland 
the story is disbelieved: it is there said, that if an iceberg of 
the magnitude described had passed along their coast from the 
nortli, it must have been seen by some of the sailing vessels 
which w'cre then out in the waters named, or by some of the 
vessels which at that season are on their way to or from the 
Gull' of St. Lawrence, Nova Scotia, or New Brunswick; or, 
finally, by the weekly steamers which run between Liverpool, 
Halifax, and the States. Captain Penny, a man of great ex¬ 
perience in the ice, believes the two appearances seen were what 
the whalers call ‘ country ships ;’ that is, formations upon an ice¬ 
berg, which are said to bear so great a likeness to real ships as 
to deceive the most practised eyes. He adds, that to freeze 
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eMps into an iceberg in such a position would require thirty or 
•forty years; whilst, if they had been jammed into floe-ice, the 
floes would have been broken up by the swell of the ocean long 
before >they had reached Cape Farewell. ‘ No iceberg,’ writes 
’ Captain Penny, * of one-fourth of a mile would reach such a 
* position—it must have been two pieces of icebergs; and the 
‘ vessel being five miles distant, could not observe the water 
‘ over the detached ice.’ As it is our bounden duty, we record 
those suggestions; but can only add, with all du6 deference to 
the superior experience of the author, that the testimony by 
which the reality of the incident has been supported would be 
sufficient to prove a fact in any court of justice in Europe. 

But admitting that these vessels were seen, as reported, by 
the * Renovation’s’ people, two grave questions remain—Were 
they Franklin’s ships?—If they were indeed the 'Erebus’ and 
‘ Terror,’ what inference can we draw from the fact as to the fate 
of the expedition? Let us presume the first question to be 
answered in the affirmative — we are still at sea as to the legiti¬ 
mate deductions to be drawn from the admission. The vessels 
had drifted down through Davis’s Straits from Baffin’s Bay. 
Did they come from Lancaster Sound, Jones’s Sound, Smith’s 
Sound, or from any point at the east head of Baffin’s 3^y ? At 
what point were they abandoned by the - crews ? Are we to 
suppose that Sir John Franklin had penetrated into the hypo¬ 
thetical Polynia, by Wellington Channel or elsewhere — a great 
distance M ? that then his ships were caught between the field 
of ice and the iceberg on which they were seen ? that he and 
his companions took to the boats, attained some Spitzbergen 
- near the Pole, where they are pow eking out a subsistence, 
and that meanwhile the iceberg made its way into Baffin’s Bay, 
with the ‘ Erebus’ and ' Terror’ in its adamantine grasp, through 
presumed channels at the north of the Parry Islands, and so 
out by Wellington Strait and Lancaster Sound, or by Jones'e 
Sound, into Baffin’s Bay ? It should be remarked that Com¬ 
mander Inglefield talks of a northerly current setting up 
Smith’s Sound at the only season of the year when an iceberg 
of that size would have moved; so that could not have been 
its path intb Baffin’s Bay. If the vessels were actually seen, 
the fact must be accounted for somehow. We frankly own 
ourselves unable to offer any conjecture of our own upon the 
matter; nor, after the most careful and anxious consideration 
of all that has been written and said upon the subject, can wc 
recommend any suggestion that has come to our knowledge as 
worthy of public attention. 

' Thus, then, we have attained the limits prescribed to us in a 
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paj^er of this description. Our effort has been throughout not 
so much to offer theories of our own, as to lay before our readers 
substantial and ascertained facts connected with the Arctic 
regions. We firmly bclmvc that a man whcriwould read Parry’s 
first voyage so carefully as to master the peculiarities of 
Arctic navigation and to understand its dangers, and who 
would then jot down upon a chart the mere outlines of subse¬ 
quent discoveries in the same quarters^ would be in a better 
position'for forming an opinion about the fate of poor Sir John 
Pranklin and his companions than one who had spent much 
time in reading the most brilliant essays and criticisms upon 
the same subject. We feel too — -we feel most deeply — that a 
great reverence is due to those who have gone out from amongst 
us into the eternal ice, and to the sorrow of those who bewail 
their loss as a private and domestic grief. Ear be it from us to 
weave phrases in the presence of such a calamity, or needlessly 
to harrow up the feelings of friends and relatives by ingenious 
speculations as to the fate of the missing expedition. 

In conclusion, let us hope that we have expressed ourselves 
in no ambiguous terras upon a subject which has so deeply 
interested the civilised world. There may hs^e been ^certain 
rashness in despatching Franklin, in 1845, upon his fatal 
errand. That is bygone question. We trust that we have 
heard the last of speculative attempts at a North-west Passage 
by Barrow’s Straits. The efforts in search of ^jranklin rest 
upon another foundation; but in our opinion, with the ex¬ 
pedition of Sir Edward Bclclier, enough has been done. The 
recent despatch of Commander Inglefield in the ‘ Phoenix ’ for 
Beechey Island, if his instructions confine him to ^the mere 
support of Sir E. Belcher’s squadron, is intelligible enough, and 
so of any further expedition to Behring’s Straits for the purpose 
of succouring the ships already engaged in that portion of the 
Arctic regions. Beyond this let us trust that the authorities at 
the Admiralty are prepared to act up to the spirit of their 
own declaration. In the last Arctic Blue-book we find it 
stated, in reply to an application for service in that quarter, 
that ‘My Lords’ do not contemplate the despatch of any 
further expedition!. Be it so—we accept the promise. We* 
are bound to hold our hands at last lest we involve others in 
destruction for the sake of those who cannot be benefited by so 
costly an offering. Next winter will be the ninth winter since 
the ‘ Erebus’ and ‘ Terror’ set sail. That nothing will come from 
Sir E. Belcher’s exertions is what we will not affirm; but cer¬ 
tainly, if he does not succeed, it would be madness to repeat the 
experiment. With regard to this Polynia, which is now the 
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favourite topic amongst Polar dilettanti, we would say that, by 
the exceeding brilliancy of their promises, they almost shut 
themselves out from public help. If there be a mine of wealth 
in the shape of fisheries between Spitzbergen and Nova Zembla, 
let the shipowners of Hull look to that. If it be possible to 
.get to the Pole, and back again in a month in a small steamer 
like the ‘ Isabel,’ let the theorisers transform themselves into 
‘doers.’ We Avant something more substantial than the testi¬ 
mony of Barentz, delivered two centuries and a half back, ere 
we can acquiesce in further public undertakings of the like 
nature. For ourselves, we have been busy with the records of 
a sterner school, in which we find that men of b*on mould, of 
unflincliing nerve, of undoubted skill, the picked men of the 
greatest maritime nation in the world, have been worsted in the 
unequal conflict with the powers of nature. All that could he 
done was done even before the departure of Sir John Franklin. 
We read in old chronicles that the good Lord Douglas, in an 
aflray with the Moors, in the Sierras of Andalusia, finding the 
battle go against him, cast into the middle of the tumult a silver 
case which contained the Bruce’s heart. That cafsket he would 
rccovei^'or die. did not recover it, and he died. We have 
acted in the same way, as though to give ourselves jin addi¬ 
tional inducement for penetrating into the Arctic regions. 
Foiled in our previous efforts, we have placed two ships, filled 
with British^ seamen—Sir John Franklin at their head — far 
beyond hi^an help, and have since been engaged in frantic 
efforts to rescue the precious sacrifice. 


Aet. hi. — The Greek and the Turk ; or Powers and Prospects 
in the Levant. By Eyke Evans Ceowe. London: 1853. 
1 vol. 8vo. 

"Notwithstanding the striking diversities and contrasts 
^ which arc found in the natural qualities and mental de¬ 
velopment of the different nations of our globe, we can trace on 
the map the connexion of these seemingly opposite elements by 
•a series of gradual transitions. These transifions become more 
apparent as nations are more distant from each other, so that 
the differences of degree gradually become differences of kind, 
ani groups of nations are devcloi)ed to the eye, which although 
possessing individual peculiarities, form together a system 
marked by common characteristics, which distinguish them from 
the adjoining groups. Such groups are the result of the varied 
physical circumstances which surround them, and of the cha- 
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racter and history of the nations which compose them. They 
present some features in direct opposition to each other, and it 
is these antagonistic qualities that serve to develop their re¬ 
spective characters. Throughout this opposition, a gradual 
transition is observable, so that the nations of different groups 
which are nearest to one another in geographical position offer 
the least striking contrasts; while the remotest are the most 
widely different from each other. 

Now the Western Christian group of nations, when compared 
with the Oriental Mahometan, presents to our view that con¬ 
trast as well as that gradual transition to whicli we have 
alluded. Both features are evident to the most obtuse western 
traveller, when, for the first time, he enters a Mahometan 
country. Arriving by sea, on the shores of Egypt or of Syria, 
he sees the contrast; taking the course of Hungary and the 
Danube, he observes the transition. 

Bewilderment is the effect upon an European when entering 
a Mahometan town for the first time. It is the entrance into a 
new world. The sights, and persons are so strange that he 
requires time to analyse the causes of his novel impressions. 
The predominant feeling is one of giddy confusion, for it is not 
so much the strangeness of the individual objects, as the mar¬ 
vellous mixture of the most heterogeneous things, which gives to 
the appearance of an Eastern town its characteristic air of 
novelty. The palace and the mud hut,—the gorgeously dressed 
bey, and the half-naked water-carrier,—the richlj^ caparisoned 
nejdi'horse, and the half-starved donkey,—pass before his won¬ 
dering eyes like the quick changing images of a magic lantern. 
These external differences of social position obtrude themselves 
everywhere, and j)resent a singular contrast to that external 
uniformity, we might almost say monotony^ which is the peculiar 
characteristic of western countries, and which exhibits itself so 
forcibly in the barrack-like rows of our houses, the stereotyped 
swallow-tailed coat, and the invariable high-crowned hat, worn 
alike by all classes. 

We should, Iiowever, be greatly mistaken were we to con¬ 
clude, that the external variety in the Mahometan East, and 
the seeming uniformity of the Christian West, spring from 
internal sources of a like distinctive character. The very 
reverse is the case; The outward variety in the former is the 
consequence of the want of mentakdistinction, while the visible 
homogeneity in the latter is the result of those strongly marked 
internal differences which make outward distinctions altogether 
superfluous. Individuality is the kejr to this apparent anomaty. 
It is wanting in the East, and all prevalent in the West. If by 
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a freak of enchantment so common in the time of Haroun al 
Karohid, the soul of the Fasha were to exchange its bodily 
abode with that of a camel-driver, the metamorphosis would not 
be observed, for each would be equally fit to perform his new 
«duties. The camel-driver would represent the high dignitary 
with perfect ease, and the Pasha would scarcely make his col¬ 
leagues suspect the change, by displaying a degree of intelligence 
er knowledge unusual in his new station. Fiction and reality, 
■r-the Arabian-nights Tales, and the history of the Ottoman and 
Persian empires, are equally striking and equally true illus¬ 
trations of'this want of individuality, which is a permanent 
characteristic of the Mahometan East. Herein we obtain the 
clue to its never changing * still life,’ and to those contrasts 
which separate it, in spirit and in habit, from the Christian 
West, struggling interminably after the expansion of individual 
life. 

In this light, therefore, the -East may be said to be the land 
of equality, for there the highest personages are separated from 
the lowest members of society by an outward barrier only, and 
one which an unforeseen event may at any moment overturn. 

This consciousness of mental equality, so prevalent in the 
Eastern character, powerfully influences the whole social edifice, 
and may be said to form its basis. It appears in every con¬ 
dition of life, modifies and soothes the harshness of external 
differences, ai^ stimulates, if it does not altogether create, that 
sentiment of humanity and benevolence which manifests itself so 
signally in numerous pious foundations, accords n'early a right of 
alms to the poor, and extends beyond man to the whole animal 
creation. It generates that natural ease which is maintained in 
social intercourse between the extremes of society. Einban^ass- 
ment, the product of conscious or apprehended inferiority, is in¬ 
comprehensible to an Eastern nature. It is equally curious and 
amusing to observe the well-bred manners which the Fakir or 
the lowest Bedouin, who never saw a town, alike exhibit in 
every circumstance of life. Unacci^stomed splendour and 
magnificence fail to awe them; and their whole behaviour is 
equally distant from vulgar pretension and bashful awkward¬ 
ness. 

Most striking is the effect of this feeling of equality on 
masters and servants. A familiarity exists between them which 
would utterly shock all Eu 40 pean notions. The servant is the 
usual confidant of his master, and often his ruler, but never¬ 
theless invariably preserves before strangers the outward cere¬ 
monious formalities T|rith fl^hich the Oriental is accustomed to 
conceal the secrets of his domestic life. Servants not only 
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form part of the family, and are treated like children of the* 
house; but this patriarchal household system also extends to 
the slaves; indeed, the latter are often the favourite children, 
and their portion that of Benjamin. A biographical sketch of 
the high dignitaries of the Sublime Porte, in our time, would 
best illustrate this assertion. A considerable tfumber of them < 


have been slates bought in the market of Stamboul. It is not 
therefore surprising that the Circassians are anxious to pre¬ 
serve their privilege of being sold, from all foreign philan* 
thropio encroachments. Like Laban of old, every true believer> 
says the Prophet, should give to his slave freedom after tho 
seventh year. Although there arc true believers who, anxious 
not to offend the commands of Mahomet, or to diminish the bag 


of piastres, sell their slaves in the sixth year, such conduct is 
the exception, and frequently the slave is not only manumitted# 
but also converted by marriage into a member of his master’s 
family. Sometimes he is employed in offices of high trust 
before obtaining his freedom, and then manumission is scarcely 
thought necessary. For instance, at this moment, one of the 
revenue collectors in Damascus, —his post being as lucrative as 


it is influential, — is of Circassian birth. He was purchased. 


together with his sister, by old Mohammed Pasha. The sister 
became the Pasha’s wife, the brother became his favourite. 


The Pasha and his wife are both dead, but their daughter and 
heiress ia the proprietress of her uncle, the revenue collector^ 
whose social standing is so little impaired bjjl this curioua 
family relation, that he competes among a crowd of suitors for 
the hand of his fair niece and mistress, with every chance of 
being successful. 

We can judge how firmly this feeling of equality is rooted in 
the Eastern character, by the fact, that military discipline is in¬ 
sufficient to overcome it. No real class distinction exists 


between officers and privates. They share the same fare and re¬ 
ceive the same cloth for their uniforms, only in unequal pro¬ 
portions ; and it is not at all uncommon to hear the corporal 
discussing with his captain the orders w'hich the latter is about 
to give, each addressing the other, all the while, by the sweetest 
titles, as ‘my soul ’ and ‘my love.’ All the desperate efforts of 
their French and Prussian instructors to check this familiarity 
are fruitless. The young officers who enter the army from the 
military academies of Constantinople arc too few to impress on 
the soldiery their crude notions of European military etiquette. 
Generally their oriental nature speedily resumes its sway, espe¬ 
cially if they are stationed in the provinces. # They soon forget 
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their imperfectly imbibed academical ideas, and ‘ howl with the 
‘ wolves.’ 

But if the Maliometan East in this sense be the true land of 
equality, it is also necessarily the real home of despotism, for 
there can be no liberty without individuality. Society is like a 
chain, the more numerous and the smaller the links, the easier 
and freer will be its motion. The Eastern world has no distinct 
links; it is like an iron ring, rigid and uniform, and its solid 
mass, having no motion amongst its parts, can only be moved 
by an external power: hence its despotism and centralisation. 
A singular and ludicrous example in social life of this despotism 
and centralisation, is the law still in vigour among many Tartar 
and Mongol tribes, which punishes most severely every one 
who dares to pull the tuft of hair on another man’s head,—not 
because it injures the wearer of that ornament, but because all 
tufts belong to the Khan. 

This want of individuality, and consequent uniformity in 
social life, also explains the immutability and steadiness of the 
Eastern world. Let him who has any doubts upon this subject 
wander through the East with the Bible in his hand. It will 
be the best itinerary he can obtain. He will find the people 
and the country the same as they were ages ago, when the 
sacred writers drew their graphic sketches of this cradle of 
humanity. The only change—and this for the worse—will be 
met with in a few towns on the sea-coast, contaminated by 
misunderstood* and misapplied occidental ideas. All the rest 
of the country has remained intact, and has absorbed, although 
perhaps not digested, the foreign and strange elements w’hich 
during three thousand stormy years have passed over its surface. 
A few names and a few ruins are all that remain to tell of that 
evanescent splendour which Greece amd Rome carried into the 
very heart of the East, thence extending it to the borders of 
the desert. 

Yet the Eastern spirit was not affected by this transient occu¬ 
pation, and the borrowed light was soon eclipsed by the more 
congenial lustre of Mahometanism. However influential this 
latter power^ was, it did not change the nature of the East. 
On the contrary, it was only a reaction against the temporary 
foreign influence of the West, and perpetuated the original 
social character of the Eastern races, society remaining in the 
same condition in which it had previously existed. The primi¬ 
tive patriarchal system still rules. It is the idea of the regula¬ 
tion of a family extending over and governing a people. The 
fiither or prince is the representative of the family, and all the 
rest are as children,—runable to rely upon their own powers, 
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and requiring to be supported. The nomad families preserved * 
this patriarchal system in its original purity, and the settled 
agricultural population have adapted it to their altered condition. 
The chief among the latter occupies the same place and has the 
same unlimited influence which the clan or family system gives 
to the head of the tribe. Whenever this system began to 
decay it was revived and restored by the irruption and conquests 
of some nomad race. These nomad races contain the^ ^fital 
elements of the Eastern character, and have acted the part of 
regenerators in its history. The shepherd and warrior tribes of 
Arabia, Kurdistan, and Tartary have played in turn this im¬ 
portant part, and have successively created the Arabian Khalifs, 
the Seltzuck Sultans, and the Ottoman Empire. By each of 
these fresh iniiptions, new blood ^ as infused from the heart of 
the East into the decayed and corrupted limbs; and each invasion 
was followed by a period of brilliancy and greatness. But the 
regenerators did not bring any new principle with them. 
Their ideas did not extend beyond the traditionary maxims of the 
Idndred tribes whom they subdued; so that they were only 
able to produce a temporary renewal of action, without origi¬ 
nating any new development. Hence the successive brief in¬ 
tervals of splendour were followed by new decay. Of this we 
have a striking instance before our eyes. The successor of 
Othman, whose ancestors made the w’orld tremble, is now re¬ 
duced to that stiite of exhaustion which history tells us was the 
fate of the latter Khalifs and Seltzuck Sultans; and if his sway 
were to cease to-morrow, similar results to those which history 
tells us occurred under the like circumstances would follow; he 
would leave society in the same state in which it was when, five 
centuries ago, his race began to rule. 

The absence of individuality, which is the basis of the 
Eastern character, has produced the want of energy out of 
which grow’s the idea of fatalism. Energy must have an 
aim and a motive. These can only exist where individuality 
has impressed its distinctive marks upon a character, and 
raised in it the desire to have that character recognised by 
others. Where this is wanting there will be no exertion, and 
the virtue of passive contentment is at its highest perfection. 
Such is the case to a great degree in the East. If content¬ 
ment be synonymous with happiness, the East certainly com¬ 
prises the greatest number of happy beings. There are there 
but few of those cravings and heart-burnings, — those morti¬ 
fications and disappointed hopes, — which embitter so many 
Western existences. The Oriental can see no reason or pro¬ 
priety in work so long as he has enough to satisfy his* limited 
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wants. Hence the merchant, as well as the artisan, the 
fellah and the workman, leave their daily toil as soon as they 
have had the good luck to earn the few piastres which they re¬ 
quire to purchase their evening meal, ,and after it to enjoy 
their 'rahat,’ repose. The Oriental cannot conceive any pleasure 
to be derived from action in itself. He works-only to be able to 
repose, and smiles at the running and hurrying European, who 
repfises only to gain new strength for work. The Oriental is 
ablc^and willing to go through an incredible amount of exertion, 
in order to attain that blissful state of conscious inactivity 
which ceases to be a negation with him, and in fact becomes a 
^ positive pleasure ; but for steady continued labour, he is totally 
unfit and indisposed. Even the activity of the hardy Bedouin 
and Tartar Nomad is limited to short intervals, and the main 
part of his existence is spent in that dreamy repo|^ to which his 
sky and his shephferd occupation alike invite him. ’ These short 
inter\-als occur at the time of their migration from the south to 
the north, and vice versa ,—then he toils at least as hard as his 
camel, but when the tent is pitched he rests, and revels in the 
W'anderings of indistinct thought. 

Want of individuality, with its consequences — equality, 
despotism, immutability, and absence of energy—are then the 
characteristic features of the Mahometan East. These charac¬ 
teristic features are there, as every where else, effects of the 
influence of race, climate, religion, and political history, — the 
two latter bbihg as much effects as causes. 

Three primary races share amongst them the Mahometan 
East — the Arab, the Turk, and the Persian. Each possesses its 
subdivisions. Although different in outward appearance, and 
without the slightest afiSnity in language, there is a remarkable 
resemblance in the characters and the ideas of these three fami¬ 
lies, an unity or family likeness which distinguishes them from 
all other races. This unity is only active, when placed in 
opposition to the West. In itself it is passive. It is rather 
a neutral state of undeveloped differences than a real identity, 
more an absence than a similarity of outward characteristic 
marks. 

This undeveloped national character is the natural conse¬ 
quence of the absence of a national union. Each one of these 
three races forms a sort of conglomerate, in each of which even 
language, divided as it is into numerous dialects, can hardly 
be said to form a complete bond. They more nearly resemble 
a number of kindred families living in each other’s vicinity, and 
holding connexion with their immediate neighbours only, but 
having no coi^sciousncss of a common feeling with the rest. 



1853. Mahometanism in Western Asia, 385 

This is the consequence of what we have observed of the condi¬ 
tion of individuals in the East. In both cases the same absence 
of individual peculiarity is apparent. The races, as well as the 
individuals, continue in%ic primitive state in which habit is all 
powerful, and neither one nor the other rises to the independent 
action which emanates from rejection. Both arc, therefore, 
undeveloped and characterless. 

If wc study the physical characteristics of these Eastern 
races, w'c find nothing in their outward appearance, nor in the 
structure of their heads, which explains the great dificrence 
between them and the Occidental nations. On the contrary, 
some Easterns equal, if they do not surpass in these respects, 
the most favoured Eui'opeans. But whatever their mental con¬ 
formation may be, it remains unaffected by admixture with 
foreign races, and is now what it was at the beginning. 

The Eastern nations have always struggled after purity or 
isolation of blood. Not only have they rejected all union with 
Western races, but they have kept up a system of exclusion, 
among themselves, amounting to a positive antipathy, scorning 
all contact with other families. This proud abnegation is pre¬ 
served unmitigated to the present day, and extends to the very 
lowest ranjja of society. Their mutual aversion is indeed carried 
BO far, that it ceases not between married people; si that when 
a Turk takes an Arab wife, she, in the pride of her desert 
blood, never calls her husband by-any other name# than ‘the 
Turk,’ and the children follow the example of their mother, 
regarding their father almost as a stranger. The horror of all 
contact with foreign blood, and the corresponding pride of race, 
spring from the same source—the strong patriarchal feeling 
which binds together all members of the same family or tribe. 
They are born, live, and die together; and, what is equally im¬ 
portant, all these events happen on the spots which their race 
have inhabited for ages. This adherence to kindred and soil is 
a distinctive feature of the East. It is preserved under all 
circumstances, and we can as little account for it as for the^ 
contrary tendency to expansion in the West. ”' * 

The climate, and other physical conditions, under which these- 
races have been bred, have powerfully affected this phenomenon, 
although they do not explain it. We find that extremes of 
climate are alike unfavourable to the dcveloijment of race. In 
the extreme north, the overpowering influence of natural forces 
repulses all human exertion; and again, in the extreme south, 
there is no stimulant to call it forth. Stagnation is the cone^- 
quence in both cases. In one, nature is too unkind; in tlie 
other, too favourable. In the greatest part of tlle^territory in- 
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habited by the Mahometan taces, the soil yields all that is 
required by the scattered population, almost without exertion 
on their part. The mild climate not ^ly dispenses with many 
wants belonging to a less favoured fky, but seems also to 
restore w'ith less difficulty the consumed vital powers. We 
cannot but be astonished at the frugality of Eastern people, 
amounting, according to our ideas, nearly to starvation. A 
cupful of camel’s milk and a handful of dates impart to the 
Bedouin Arab strength enough to walk or ride for sixteen or 
more hours in a day. Under these circumstances, to which 
must be added from six to nine months of enervating heat, it is 
not surprising that all vigour is prostrated, and a sort of dreamy 
condition produced, whi^ enchants and absorbs the vital forces 
of the man. , 

We can best* understand how much in the ClKental character 
is to be attributed to these physical conditions, if we observe 
the change which slight variations in climate and soil have prO' 
duced in these races themselves. The most striking distinctions 
are those observable between the mountaineers and the inhabi¬ 
tants of the plains; and again, between the settled and the 
nomad populations. In both cases, the marked transition is so 
gradual, and follows so clearly the changes in the character of 
the soil add the climate, that it can only originate in these 
causes. Let us take Syria as an example. The whole native 
populatio»>from the coast of the Mediterranean to the Tigris 
belong to the same race and speak the same language, and yet 
what a marked difference exists among them. The towns on 
the coast have indeed been too much exposed to foreign influence 
to be fair specimens of this diflerence; but contrast the tall, 
athletic, and fierce-looking inhabitant of Lebanon Avith the 
mean, clumsy, and enervated villager of the plains of Aleppo 
and Damascus; — and again, compare the latter with the 
Bedouins, whose aquiline features, flashing eyes, and slender 
and muscular body, proclaim a variety of character, which, on 
the first glanc^ it is impossible to misapprehend. 

Botli the mountaineer and the free eon of the desert have to 
encounter difficulties in procuring the necessaries of life, from 
which the inhabitants of the luxuriant plains are altogether 
exempt. These difficulties require and provoke much greater 
energy, and exert a considerable influence on the social existence 
and moral qualities of the two former. ’ A certain degree of 
independence, totally unknown to the fellah in the plain, is the 
result. But this feeling of independence does not become in¬ 
dividual ; it belongs only to the clan in the mountains, or to 
the tribe in ilie desert. The Bedouin, Druse, or Metuali, in- 
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dividually, is the same cowardly fellow as the ^ lepine or 
Damascene, having no self-reliance or self-independence; but, 
in connection with his^be or clan, he exhibits a strongly 
marked personal feelin* and the whole tribe or clan forms a 
composite body, conscious and jealous of its rights and ready 
to uphold them against any encroachment. This, the frequent 
feuds among the tribes of the desert, and the rivalries of the 
Sheik families in the district of Lebanon, sufficiently prove. 
Both have been able to maintain a considerable amount of re¬ 
sistance against all attempts to subjugate them. The expedition 
of the Mushir of Damascus against the rebellious mountaineers 
two years ago, and a similar attempt at present, are a proof 
that their spirit, though sometimes subdued in appearance, is 
far from being broken in reality. 

But these slighter differences of cUmate and soil, which 
nevertheless influence the character of the mountaineere and the 
pastoral nomads, are not sufficient to change their Eastern 
nature. Though, in a less degree, they are stiU Under the in¬ 
fluence of those physical conditions which give so strong a bias 
to the life of the Eastern races. They likewise need small 
efforts to satisfy their limited wants; small indeed compared 
with those of the European. Their country is so scantily in¬ 
habited, that it will probably be ages before the increase of 
population overpowers the benignity of nature, and forces them 
to greater exertions. They therefore are not subject to those 
natural stimulants which awaken industry, and create the 
energy which is essential to further development. 

If such be the case with the hardiest of the Eastern tribes, we 
may reasonably expect a religious and social system correspond¬ 
ing to this state of body and mind. Pailly, then, as a conse¬ 
quence, partly as an expression of the peculiar character of the 
Eastern races, moulded and modified by physical causes, Ma¬ 
hometanism arose,—the greatest and most distinctive feature of 
the East at the present day. 

The less individuality is developed, the greater and the more 
extended must be the sway of authority. Hence we discover 
in the East, existing from the earliest times, those all-absorbing 
thcocratical powers which influenced and regulated the minutest 
functions of individual life. The Eastern races had not come 
to maturity, and, coi^equently, felt the need of a director and 
precise guide. They found both in Mahometanism. 

We are apt to judge historical events either from our own 
isolated point of view, or, at least abstractedly, without con¬ 
sidering the tendencies of the times, and the circumstances when 
they occurred. Until lately, this was the mod# adopted with 
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regard to Mabometanism. Tried by our own ideal standard, its 
shortcomings were condemned, while the good in it was passed 
over in silence, as a matter of cours^ Consequently, Maho¬ 
metanism was assumed to be a systenrof lies invented by one 
man for his own personal interest, which, by mere chance, had 
become the law of one-fifth of the whole human race, and the 
basis of a brilliant epoch of arts and literature. The stationary 
civilisation of the East, and the resistance there made to the 
introduction of all foreign elements, have* been solely attributed 
to the tjvil influence of Mahometanism; and it therefore was 
believed to be the cause, and not the natural growth* of the 
Eastern character. It is only of late that a less prejudiced ago 
has been able to appreciate the real effects of this extraordinary 
phenomenon in the history of the Eastern races. 

At the birth of Mahometanism, the people df the East were 
divided into many separate religious and social unions, which, 
growing like parasitical plants, and intermingling with local and 
individual laws and habits, rendered all further development 
impossible, and became the most active agent in an ever-pro- 
gressive debasement of the races themselves. At whatever 
fragment of this chaotic mass we look, we perceive an absence 
of true vigour, mental and physical. Tlie Arab tribes had 
fallen into a corrupt idolatry, which, with its vices, was in a 
fair way to enervate the whole family. The l*ersian Zend 
religion hfid become a mystical jugglery for the benefit of its 
acolytes. Even Eastern Christianity had entangled herself in a 
labyrinth of sectarianism and of miscalled philosophy; the great 
fundamental truths of her religion were buried amidst petty 
jealousies and party animosities. 

The social state was not less decayed. The Eastern Empire 
was exhibiting its last convulsions, covering them with an 
attempted show of grandeur, which made it quite grotesque, 
and turned pity into contenjpt. Her Emperors—the successors 
of the rulers of-the world, were trembling in their palace before 
every stray barbarian tribe that chose to insult them under the 
walls of their capital. 

The immigration of the Sclavonic tribes had extinguished the 
last rays of Greek glory which had lingered around the wreck 
of its national existence. Even the divine spirit of Christianity, 
stifled by formalism and heresy, failed to revive this lifeless 
body. 

In Persia, the successors of Nushirvan the Just exhibited 
the same spectacle as those of Constantine the Great. The 
leathern apron of the blacksmith—their royal standard—served 
no longer as a point of union to the ration; it became 
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the bloody emblem of party and of family wars. The sacred 
fire, whose glare had once been reflected in the waves of the 
Hellespont, still burned indeed on the altars of Susa and Ctesi- 
phon, but it had ceased to warm the hearts of the Parsee. Its 
flame, contaminated by the admixture of base superstitions, had 
lost its ancient glory, and ceased to be the beacon of the national 
existence. The sun of Persia was fast setting among the dark 
clouds of barbarous hosts which surrounded it on £^1 sidds. 

The numerous branches of the Semitic race were in a yet 
more miserable condition. In Syria they had all yielded to 
foreign rule. The latest independent State had fallen with 
Jerusalem centuries before, and all traces of former greatness 
and national existence were obliterated. They were, so to say, 
in an intermediate condition between life, and death. The 
memory of bygbne ages of grandeur was too tenacious to be 
altogether extinguished, therefore they did not assimilate with 
their conquerors; but they could not raise themselves out of 
this state of degradation by tl^cir own power. On the other 
hand, their kindred in Arabia and in the desert had desecrated 
the Kaaba, the palladium of their race, by introducing foreign 
idols into the sacred precincts of this symbol of national unity. 
With the foreign gods foreign corruption came ^ and the,jfpirit 
of the people was gradually becoming extinct. 

The whole Eastern world thus exhibited that state of decay 
which indicates a resurrection, and paves the way for^e advent 
of new ideas. Everything was corrupt and degenerate,—re¬ 
ligion and morality — nations and empires — arts and sciences. 
The sublime ideas of Christianity, which had regenerated the 
nations of the West, had little effect upon the Eastern races. 
Its character was too spiritual for their more material nature. 
They were unable to comprehend the ‘ kingdom whiedj, is not 
* of this world.’ Their feeble, childish spirit could not encounter 
the freedom of action, and the Avelght of responsibility which 
Christianity imiflies. They wanted a faith more congenial to 
their nature, and were, therefore, ready eagerly to grasp the 
easy fatalism of the creed of Islam. 

In this their desolate state there arose a longing after some 
new idea which would raise the Eastern world from its abject 
condition. This primarily took hold of the Semitic race, which 
had fallen the lowes^: bul had not forgotten its past splendour. 
Here we see not bmy the fragments of the Jewish nation, 
which were dispersed all over Arabia, but thb Arab tribes 
themselves, longing and hoping for the Deliverer, who shouM 
unite the kindred families of the Semitic people, and revenge 
the wrongs they had suffered. The attempts of several re- 
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formcts and prophets before Mahomet arose, prove the extent 
of this desire. These hopes were much fostered by the fugitiv# 
Jews, who carried with them into their exile the expectations 
of a cojuing Messiah. Tlipy thus strenfthened the anticipations 
f Avhich the Arab tribes preserved of an impending glorious 
future of their common race. * 

At this moment Mtihomct appeared, and w^s hailed as the 
expected Deliverer. The traditions of his own people formed 
the basis of nis doctrines. But he did not stop there. He 
also incorporated those of other branches of the Semitic race, 
and thus laid the foundations for a comprehensive religion for 
the whole race. According to his assertions he did not pro- 
mtilgate anything new, but came only to re-establish the old 
faith of Adam, Abraham, Moses, and Jesus, which, he pre¬ 
tended, had been corrupted by the world. 

The essence of this new faith w’^as the unity of God. He 
maintained that there never was, and never could be, but one 
true religion ; the particular laws and ceremonies might change, 
but the substance of real religidn was eflrnal and unchangeable 
truth. The system of Jaws which Mahomet erected on this 
broad basis, was modelled according to the nature of the Semitic 
race,, and was accommodated to their existing habits and cus- 
toms. It hud Tor its object the sanction and consolidation of 
old usages and traditions, rather^than the introduction of new 
ones. <L 

The common and most characteristic mark of all these laws 
and regulations, as adopted by him, is their generality, fitting 
them for the widest possible range, and making them acceptable 
to all those idolaters who could raise their minds to the worship 
of One Divine Being. This tendency shows itself in the adoption 
of so pany Christian, Jewish, Sabian, and Magian ideas and 
rites. For instance, all ideas about prophets were taken from 
the Christians and the Jews. Those about angels and genii, 
paradise and hell, from the Jews and the Magi. The like with 
all points of religious practice. The ablutions before, and the 
prostrations during prayer—the almsgiving—the fastings and 
the pilgrimage to Mecca, were already customs of the Arabs 
themselves, and with the exception of the pilgrimage were 
also practised by the Jews and the Persian M§gi. 

By taking these elements from tht direct religious com- 
' munities similar in ideas, character, and Pndition, and uniting 
them in one Centre, the ancient, local, and speckl theocracies 
were broken up, and, for the first time, a theooratical union of 
these races was accomplished. This new theocracy was essen¬ 
tially different from the old ones. Th^y had been confined to 
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individual nations, and in many cases to portions of nations 
^only. Mahoraetiinism, ,ou the contrary, was based on an idea 
which does not belong to any one nation, but is common to all 
mankind. The comprehensiveness and grandeur of the funda¬ 
mental idea pervaded and influenced the whole structure. It 
invited all the races of the East to worship the One God, and 
to practise charity and benevolence. It abolished the monopoly 
as well as the class distinctions of the priest caste, and rolled 
up the curtains of the sanctuary that every behever might 
enter in. 

With the priest caste were abolished all their fantastic cere¬ 
monies ;. in place of which the worship by simple prayer was 
instituted. In lieu of bloody saciificcs to appease an offended 
Divinity, the distribution of alms to the poor, and the exercise 
of kindness to every human and animal creature, were com¬ 
manded. Vice in every shapes and amongst' all classes, was 
condemned and stigmatised as an offence against Allah, while 
equity and benevolence were made the keys of paradise. One 
nation after another flocked to embrace these simple and grand 
doctrines, which were wide enough to comprehend without 
extinguishing those minuter shades of opinion, in whicli cadh 
people had given expression to its peculiar mind, and which 
it jealously desired to retain. The Eastern rices perceived in 
Mahometanism the identification of tneir common Orientalism, 
and hailed it as a standard round which they could ‘array them¬ 
selves, and resist all encroachments of heterogeneous or foreign 
elements*. 

Mahometanism became thus in the East what Catholicism 
was at that time in the West. Both were preparations to a 
maturer national life. Bpth were destined to slielter the growth 
of the new nationalities then striving to emerge out of the 
chaos into which East and West had been plunged by the 
convulsions which fc^lowed the great migrations. These two 
systems, one in tlie East and the other in the West, united all 
homogeneous, and rejected all heterogeneous elements; esta- 
blisliing two distinct groups of nations, whose associated strength 
served to protect the subordinate nations until each should be 
strong enough to assert its claim to an independent existence. 

Thus two hostile camps, containing the regenerated nations 
of the East an^ tb|p West, stood arrayed against each other, 
and a war of cec^rics ensued. The two adverse elements 
were, for the first time, brought into collision hi their entirety. 
There had 'heen wars of conquest, but never before wars of 
ideas, betweeh the East and thp West. Neither the Greeks 
nor the Eomans iought against the Asiatic States for religion. 
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On tlie contrary, the latWr adopted the gods of the nations 
which they subdued, and incorporated them with the national 
worship, without ever imposing their own on the conquered. 

The contrast in ideas, habits, and customs which had been 
gradually developed between the Eastern and Western races, 
had previously remained, unnoticed, or at least' had not been 
conspicuously manifested, because there was no union between 
the homogeneous races, until it was effected in the East by 
Mahometanism, and in the AVest by Catholicism. The strife 
which'then began, while it served to strengthen the contrast 
between the two opposing elements, nourished the vitality of 
both. It increased the distinctiveness of the Eastern character, 
by threatening it with absorption ; and became the chief agent 
for efiacing the last remains of the old superstitions, and leading 
to an universal acceptation of the purer laws of Mahometanism. 
In the West the- crusades, by undermining the feudal system, 
raised the middle classes, and smoothed the way for the modern 
systems of government. On the other hand, by facilitating 
the extension of hierarchical power, these religious wars led 
to the rapid corruption of the priesthood, and the advent of the 
Reformation speedily followed. 

The strife of East against AVest subsided when the balance 
between their respective elements was established; but the 
contrast exists unimpaired, and shows itself whenever they 
come into contact. In the East we sec an innate tendency to 
steadiness, repose, and indolence, — in the West to progress, 
activity, and energy. This causes in the former the disposition 
to cling to 4oil and family, and the want of individuality to 
which we have before alluded; and produces in the latter that 
roaming and investigating spirit which leads to great enterprises, 
and thattfecling of personal dignity wTiich finds its expression 
in the idea of honour, an idea which belongs ao exclusively to 
the Western races that no word expressive of it can be found in 
any of the Eastern languages. In the Social sphere this con¬ 
trast shows itself in the equality and submissiveness to unity 
of rule which form the basis of all the despotic states of the 
East, and in the West by the spirit of liberty which makes 
the Western races energetically seek for constitutional and 
democratic forms of government. 

A well known and characteristic feature m the contrast 
between East and West is tlie position of Woman. In the 
former, the Mahometan doctors dispute about the existence of 
her soul. In the latter. Woman animates the whole social 
sphere. In the former polygamy, in the latter monogamy, is 
the basis upon which the family relations are. constructed. 
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But this contrast between East and West does not confine 
itself to these general features. It pervades all the minutije of 
daily life, as the loose dress and tight dress —the shaven head 
and the full grown beard, compared with the flowing hair and 
shaven face, siifiiciently show. The distinction in gestures, and 
other symbolic actions, is likewise remarkable. The Oriental 
expresses his veneration for a holy place by taking off his 
shoes and keeping his head covered. The European takes 
off his hat, but not his shoes. The Oriental beckona to his 
acquaintance with his fingers turned towards the ground, and 
would esteem the western habit of beckoning with the fingers 
pointed upwards as a mortal insult. 

In proportion as the great opposing tendencies, which we 
have before described, developed themselves, the two rallying 
centres, Catholicism and Mahometanism, lost their absorbing 
power. They had sheltered the infant nations against foreign 
influences, and now the bond which had been useful — perhaps 
necessary—for the preservation and support of the young in¬ 
stitutions, became, by degrees, an intolerable yoke—impeding, 
instead of promoting, their growth. Consequently, many of the 
Western nations, strong enough to stand alone, threw off* the 
heavy chains of Papal power, while others impatiently shook the 
fetters which they were as yet too feeble to break. The same fate 
now impends over Mahometanism. The Crescent has sunk low 
in the horizon, and is no longer that faithful guide to every 
believer which it was for centuries. The nations of the East, 
though more tardy in the development of their ideas, are now 
in the same state in which the Western world was shortly before 
the Reformation. Under the apparent unity of Mahometanism, 
national differences have been born and matured, which, though 
as yet undeveloped, arc only waiting for an occasion to manifest 
themselves. The East presents to our view that state of un¬ 
easiness which, in the life of nations, is the symptom of an 
approaching crisis. There are, moreover, powerful and un- 
mistakeable signs that the eruption is not far distant. 

The gradual decay of Mahometanism shows itself from two 
sides—the religious and the national. In the religious the 
tendency is to get rid of all the Semitic and Arabic elements 
which are incorporated into Mahometanism, and to establish an 
abstract and jmre Theism. Already the Persian Shiis have 
taken that direction, by rejecting the Sunna — the traditions — 
and disavowing the successors of Mahomet, Many independent 
Tartar tribes have done the same. The most curious instance 
of this tendency are the sect of Wehabites, whose numbers are 
daily increasing in Mahomet’s own country, the very heart of 
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Arabia. During Ibrahim Pasha’s expeditions in the Kejd they 
were able, successfully, to oppose him with an army of 60,000 
men, pillaging and dispersing several caravans of pilgrims on 
their way to Mecca. Their principle is to reject all tradition, 
disbelieving in Mahomet’s mission as prophetical, and adhering 
strictly to the unity of God. It is a remarkable and interesting 
circumstance that these reformers belong almost exclusively to 
the pure Arab tribes, which were the first champions of Ma¬ 
hometanism,. and which, of all the Eastern races; have the 
greatest vitality and energy. Moreover, that strong, although 
imperfect, feeling of independence which they have cherished 
through good and evil fortune, contains the germs of further 
development. 

In addition to this religious movement there is also a 
national one, tending to the dissolution of Mahometanism. 
Ijntil recently this had only a negative operation, Mahomet¬ 
anism gradually ceasing to be the one focus of the Eastern 
races, in which all their difibrcnccs had been if not absorbed at 
least neutralised. Now many of the Eastern races begin to 
feel an obscure longing after a separate national existence. 
This feeling expresses itself more in dissatisfaction with their 
present eondition than in any clearly defined struggle after a 
definite object. 

The effect of this is manifested in a growing animosity among 
the different races, tending to draw a line of demarcation be¬ 
tween them, and to produce different characteristic features in 
each. Separate nationalities must grow out of such a state of 
things, and with them a conscious feeling of their individual 
existence, apart from a common Orientalism. Although this 
fermentation has not yet worked long enough to produce great 
results, its operations may be distinctly traced, especially in 
those races which are brought into daily contact: we refer to 
the Turks and the Arabs. At first Mahometanism sunk all 
differences between the conquerors and the conquered: now the 
contrast between them grows every day stronger. So long as 
Mahometanism was the all-uniting, all-governing spirit, there 
were wars for supremacy among the rulers, but no hatred of 
races. Hatred of race is, however, now growing out of the 
feeling of animosity, and jealousy rankles in the breasts of 
Turks and Arabs. All new regulations of the government are 
accepted with the greatest reluctance and distrust, and are 
resisted as long as^possible. This vis inerHee is the greatest 
obstacle which as yet the Turkish Government finds in the 
Arabs. 

Another difference arises out of the different forms which the 
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original patriarchal system assumed in the two races. Every 
where, and under all circumstances, the Arabs have more or 
less preserved aristocratic distinctions and feelings among the 
descendants of their ancient chief's, who, although deprived of 
every influence, still retain their standing in the mind and 
estimation of their people. Turkish policy has always endea¬ 
voured to oppress these prominent families, by encouraging 
rivalries between them, and frequently instigating one member 
of a family to intrigue against another member of the same 
family. All these efforts have, however, proved vain. The 
veneration for high birth and ancient lineage is too deeply 
rooted in the Semitic race to be eradicated. These old families 
form the natural rallying point of the people in every difficulty. 
They are regarded as their leaders by birth. They were ^he 
chief promoters of the disturbances in Syria occasioned by tbe 
attempted introduction of the conscriptions. They head the 
revolt which is again existing in the Haurau, in which tiiS 
Turkish forces have lately been completely routed by the 
Druses and the Sheiks of the desert. 

Not a trace of aristocracy is to be found among the Turks. 
The attempt made to create a species of military landed aris¬ 
tocracy in the Spaliis has failed. Upon the introduction of the 
new military system by Mahomet the Spahis lost that little 
influence which they had possessed. This absence of all class 
distinction among the Turks may be principally |,ttributcd to 
their position as the ruling people, which obligee them to 
remain as united as possible in order to maintain their domi¬ 
nion. Thus the whole race may be said in some respect to 
constitute an oligarchy, ruling over the conquered inhabitants, 
and keeping up their position by avoiding all alliances with 
them. Their pride of race lies in the name of Osmanli, which 
belongs alike to the Pacha and to the Turkish barber. The 
Padishah, the successor of Othman, the founder of their rule, 
represents their lofty position, as a conquering race, and em¬ 
bodies in his person their history as Osmanlis. Hence the awe 
and revdrence which they manifest for him, and which is dis¬ 
tinct from that feeling of slavish subjection which fec^: produces 
in other despotic States. He, in fact, occupies the same position 
which the head of the family or tribe fills under the old patri¬ 
archal system. 

This hatred between the Arab and Turkish races is also' 
generating a new and most important phenomenon. It is 
gradually diminishing the long-felt aversion between the Chris¬ 
tian and the Mahometan Arabs, and bringing them into closer 
connexion. During the vigour of Mahometanism, the existence 
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of the Christian portion of the population- was one of inde- 
ecribablc suffering. They experienced from their kindred, the 
Mahometan Arabs, greater hardships ttian from their common 
rulers the Turks. In great measure this is now changed. The 
Mahometan Arabs begin to feci towards the Christian Arabs 
the unity of a kindred race. Their growing hatred of a foreign 
yoke serves to cement this alliance between tliem. In 1850, 
during the revolt of Aleppo, the Mahometan insurgents took 
the greatest pains to induce the Christians to join them, in 
order to relieve Syria from the Turkish rule. The Christians, 
who were not liable to the military conscription—the proximate 
cause of the insurrection—refused to join in a revolution which 
did not immediately concern them, and which promised little 
swjcess: then only was the Christian quarter pillaged. 

It is not from such outbreaks that the Eastern Christians 
expect any advantages. Excluded for centuries from all influ¬ 
ence in the State, and all union of race, dwelling more like 
strangers and half slaves under their Mahometan masters, they 
have found from time to time a connecting link in their religion, 
which, while it severed them from their ndghbours and kindred, 
and deprived them of all rights at home, has naturally led them 
to seek for support among the European brethren. On the 
other hand, the unprotected state of the Cliristians prompted the 
Western Powers to use their interest to screen them from the 
oppressions |);f their Mahometan rulers. Thus each Christian 
sect in the East has found some western protector. The Roman 
Catholics look to France; the Eastern Church clings to Russia. 
The few Protestants seek the good offices of Prussia and Eng¬ 
land. 

What was at first a matter of humanity has at length become 
a matter of policy with the Western Power; and notwithstand¬ 
ing the famous Firman of Gulhane has declared that * all sub- 

* jects of whatever religion and class they may be, are equal 
‘ before the law and subjected to the same code,’ and * that 

* difference in religion is a matter of conscience which belongs to 

* God,’ the convenient protectorate which afforded Buch*good op- 
tunities for meddling with the internal affairs of the Turkish 
Empire, is still maintained to the great detriment of the Turkish 
administration. Amongst these protected Christian sects, the 
Protestants are of course too few in number to come under con¬ 
sideration. The Roman Catholics, although more numerous, 
are scattered over the whole Turkish Empire, and, with the ex¬ 
ception of the Maronites of Lebanon, are nowhere to be found 
in a compact body. Moreover they have no common centre. 
They are nearly all converts, more or less recent, from the 
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Greek Church, yielding an imperfect submission to their 
spiritual head the Pope, and anxious for the preservation of the 
ancient privileges of their church. This want of a uniting 
centre frustrates the most assiduous endeavours of France in the 
East to derive any influence or weight from such scattered and 
powerless elements, although as their protector she has availed 
herself of the opportunity of harassing the Turkish Government. 

Far more numerous, and infinitely more important, are the 
followers of the Greek Church, who are spread in a continued 
chain from the borders of Arabia all along Syria and Asia 
Minor to the. Black Sea. They are the* remains of the old 
Greek element strongly mixed up in Europe with Slavonic and 
in Asia with Arab blood. Althc agh most of the latter have 
lost their language, and have adopted the Arabic tongue as well 
as Arab customs from the people into whose race tlicy are en¬ 
grafted, they still retain a common feeling of union with their 
coreligionaries, whose head is the Patriarch of Constantinople. 
Too weak himself to afford protection to this flock, the Patriarch 
has found a willing and efficient supporter in his powerful col¬ 
league the Czar, the head of the Russian Church. This support 
proves so ample, and has been so willingly and so lavishly be¬ 
stowed, that a great portion of the Eastern churches, now under 
the Patriarch of Constantinoi>le, look with hoj)C towards the 
time when there wUl be one flock, under the supreme headship 
of the Czar. In anticipation of this golden agc, ’iftic expectant 
priesthood of the Oriental Church receive and enjoy the magni¬ 
ficent presents which their faithful protector bestows upon them, 
humbly desirin" their prayers, — and of course, as in duty 
bound, they praise his name before their people. 

When in 1850, during the insurrection in Syria, Mustapha 
Pasha of Beyrout defeated the Aletuali insurgents near Malula, 
his troops, intoxicated with vlctoiy and arrack, forced the convent 
of St. Theda, from which they alleged hostile shots had been 
fired, they wounded two monks and pillaged the church and 
convent. The monks of course were not slow in appealing 
against such injustice, but as the case was not quite so clear as 
the pious brethren asserted, the Turkish authoritifes did not 
listen to their demands for indemnification. Not so the Czar, 
their zealous protector. His magnanimity supplied them with 
funds to restore their church with a splendour of which they 
never dreamt before its fortunate destruction; and the good 
people of Malula and other Greek villages are now in the habit 
of asking the Frengi traveller, when the good Moscow Czar will 
come to deliver them from their present oppression. We <nve 
this as one instance oht of many we could adduce. 
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The race enmity between Turks and Arabs tends to bring 
Mahometan and other tribes, as \7ell as Christian Arabs, nearer 
to the Europeans. The feeling that the protection of the West 
is worth possessing, is gradually spreading in the East Fifteen 
years have not elapsed since the first European dress was seen 
in the holy precincts of Damascus. The few travellers who 
visited that place had to adopt the costume of the native Chris¬ 
tians, who are recognised by their black turbans. They were 
obliged to descend from their horses or mules before entering 
the gates of the city, and were required to walk, not to ride 
through it. Now the European may go about in his high hat 
without molestation. He is not even disturbed while witnessing 
the departure or arrival of the Mecca caravan, and may now 
gaze at the holy standard of the Prophet, a sight from which 
formerly all Christians were excluded under pain of death. 
Nay, what is more than all this, the fanatical Ulemas of the 
great mosque, two years ago, presented a petition containing 
their complaints against the maladministration of the funds be¬ 
longing to the pious foundations ofl^iheir mosque,—not to the 
Mushir, whose duty it is to forward such memorials to the Sub¬ 
lime Porte,—but they presented it themselves to the English 
Consul, seeking his aid and influence to obtain justice. 

If we thus see orthodox Mahometans overcoming their aver¬ 
sion to Europeans, and preferring their mediation to that of a 
fellow Mahcfmetan belonging to the hated Turkish race, it is 
not surprising that the infidel Druses and heretical Metiialis 
show no hesitation in seeking to avail themselves of European 
protection. The mountains of Lebanon and the Ilauran became 
.during the religious and political persecutions of Byzantium 
and Bagdad, a stronghold for all fugitives and all persecuted 
races. They had afforded a place of defence to the Christian 
Maronifes, and they rendered the same service to the Druses 
and the Metualis. We should diverge too far were we to enter 
into the different hypotheses about the history and origin of 
these tribes. No speculations have as yet offered a satisfactory 
solution. Suffice it for our present purpose to say, that they both 
form the most warlike part of the Syrian population. Divided 
into clans under hereditary Emirs, they bear in their institutions 
much resemblance to the old Highland system. The most 
curious ascertained fact in the religion of the Druses, and which 
greatly influences their political character, is the existence of a 
priest cqistc under the name of Ockals or ‘ the Initiated,* — from 
which even women are not excluded. In their outward worship 
they conform to the system of Mahometanism, but their actual 
religion seems to be chiefly composed, if'not altogether based, 
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on the old Syrian worship of the creative powers of nature. 
This is, however, concealed with the profoundest and most mys¬ 
terious secresy, so that it has hitherto been impossible to ascer¬ 
tain any thing positive upon the subject. 

The same apocryphal uncertainty, embellished by strange 
tales and opinions, exists with respect to the Metualis. They 
are, however, generally supposed to be an heretical sect of 
Mahometanism. One thing is certain, that in nearly a^l the feuds 
of the Mountaineers, and in their opposition to the Turkish Go¬ 
vernment, the Druses and Metualis are allies, and their domestic 
and social institutions, habits, and customs are of a kindred 
character. Since the wars in which these two people were 
induced to join the Turkish troc-ps against Ibrahim Pasha, 
under the promise that their ancient liberties and privileges 
should be secured to them, a continual struggle has been going 
on between them and the centralising Turkish Government, 
which is increasingly anxious to break down the power of the 
Emirs, and to assimilate these mountain tribes to the rest of the 
Empire. 

In all these struggles Druses and Metualis are alike looking 
towards England for help and protection. They consult the 
English Consul at Damascus upon every emergency, and it 
was owing solely to his efforts that they did not break out in 
1851, on occasion of the threatened introduction of the con¬ 
scription. Besides the efficiency of British protoetion, a sin- 
gul^ idea is spread all over the Mahometan East, which 
encourages their favourable estimation of the English. They 
suppose that the English (a generic name for Protestants) are of 
the same religion as themselves. They allege that all other 
religions have a Kitab (book of revelations), viz. the Mahometans 
the Koran,—the Christians (under which name members of the" 
Greek and Roman Churches are comprised) ‘the Ingil,’ i. e, 
the Gospel,—and tlie Jews the Pentateuch; but the English 
and Druses have none. It is impossible to tell how this idea 
originated; most probably some of the Greek and Roman 
Catholic priests supplied so valuable a piece of information. 
However this may be, it is undeniable that their trust is in 
England. These expectations assist in securing for the English 
that influence in Syria which is now not slight, since the name 
serves as the best passport everywhere, and even through those 
districts into which the officials of the Turkish Government 
themselves dare nor penetrate. 

Thus Mahometanism, the common centre in which the Eastern 
races have been hitherto united, is now gradually losing its hold 
over them as a combined group of nations, and the different reli- 
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gious and national elements are separately emerging from that 
union in which they have been all but absorbed. The Eastern 
States, built on a theocratic union, naturally resent its growing 
decay, and seek for a substitute for that bond which has hitherto 
kept them togethfcr. The Ottoman Empire, the great repre¬ 
sentative of the Mahometan East, whose Padishah is Emir al 
Muemin (Ruler of the Believers), has been for some time 
struggling to prevent this stealthy but gradual dissolution. 

Thus, since the late Sultan Mahmoud,—indeed contemporane¬ 
ously with his predecessor, Selim,—the chief c^rc of the rulers 
has been given to counteract the Impending fate by closer cen¬ 
tralisation of all power in Constantinople, by the abolition of all 
provincial, national, and religious dissimilarities, and by an imi¬ 
tation of European institutions. The reduction of the former 
great pashaliks, the division of the great military and civil 
offices, the establishment of an army after the European system, 
the proclaimed equality in the eye of the law of all subjects 
whether Mahometan or Rayas,—distinctly exhibit this tendency. 
But these ideas, which have animated the rulers, have found no 
sympathy in the governed. On the contrary, they have excited 
distrust and aversion among the immense majority of the people. 
Besides the heterogeneous national and religious elements 
which are embraced within the comprehensive Ottoman Empire, 
and which long to shake oif the heavy yoke of the imperial 
government** the Turkish population itself -looks with silent 
indignation at the violations of those old habits and customs 
which are revered, like sacred relics, by all Eastern people, and 
they reluctantly comply with the new-fangled commands which 
they dare not disobey. The unwillingness of the people to 
behold a senseless centralisation, and a servile imitation of mis¬ 
applied Western ideas, substituted for home-grown habits of cen¬ 
turies, indicates a true feeling and sense of their position, which 
cannot be disregarded. This retrograde tendency — as it is 
called — may be and is partly influenced by ignorance and 
bigotry, but it declares the hollowness of the basis on which the 
new institutions are said to be built. 

The attitude of the Ottoman Empire during the pending dis¬ 
pute with Russia must have opened even the most biassed eyes 
in this respect. In vain were all the resources and springs of 
administration concentrated at Constantinople, the unwieldy 
machinery would not work, and was tossed about according to 
the interests, not to say whims, of friend and foe. It was a 
body without soul. Centralisation requires homogeneous ele¬ 
ments, or at least supposes unconsciousness of the existing dif¬ 
ferences. Rcither of these conditions is to be found in the 
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present case. The Ottoman, like the Austrian, einpire k an 
aggregate of small nationalities, which, divided among them¬ 
selves by differences of race, language, and religion, such as 
render a true national union impossible; while, on the other 
hand, these heterogeneous elements, which hitherto have ^beeu 
in a passive state of inertness, begin to show signs of a* tiew and 
vigorous life, and endeavour to obtain a corresponding degree of 
free action. . . 

Any attempt to suppress this tendency by centrafising all 
action in the Government alone, will only lead to- disruption. 
And what then ? Anwchy, or a .Russian satrapy# For none 
of the small fragments of nationalities woidd be strong enough 
to incorporate the others, while each of them is jealous enough 
to sacrifice at any moment every thing to a momentary triumph 
over its neighbour. This hatred and jealousy was always the 
keystone of Turkish policy, and is as true to-day, when the 
Catholic Clemcnti and JMiridithi tribes serve the Mahometans 
with marvellous zeal against their kindred the Greek Monte- 
negrins, and when the Greek high clergy forms the best and 
most subservient tool for the oppression of their own Greco- 
Slavonic flock, as of yoro, when hundreds of thousands of Bos¬ 
nians turned Iklahometaus in order to rule and oppress their 
own Christian countrymen, and to vent their revenge against 
their neighbours belonging to the Latin Church. 

Whose intercks would be most served by letting Jposc these 
passions without control,—those cf the distant heretical English 
or those of the neighbouring orthodox Slavonic Muscovites? 
are the Greeks, forming hardly more than a fifth of the popu¬ 
lation of European Turkey, equally despised by Osinanlis, Ser¬ 
vians, Bosnians, Albanians, Moldavians, Wallacbians, and even 
by Bulgarians, and requiring the united aid 9 f the three greatest 
Powers in the world to keep up a sickly existence, likely to 
bring order ana fresh vigour into this chaos, and to become the 
regenerators of Eastern Europe and the founders of a restored 
Byzantine empire? These are two questions which we leave, 
without further comment, to the reader’s consideration. 

One way out of this dilemma would ^e a federalism under 
the supremacy of the Sultan ,* a state of tilings quite in accord¬ 
ance with the true spirit of Mahometanism, which, until lately, 
never interfered with the internal affairs of its non-Mahometan 
subjects; a^ federalism which would insure to tiie different^ 
nationalities the freedom necessary for the development of their 
national life, and counteract at the same time all intrigues of 
Russia by the interests and sympathies of the people them-^ 
selves. These can and will be dangerous only as long as this 
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growing desire for a national development is not satisfied, for 
they prefer the lesser of two evils, the incorporation with the 
kindred Russians to the absorption by the Turkish centralisa¬ 
tion; but they will certainly not hesitate for one moment be¬ 
tween a half independent national govermnent and a Kussian 
despotistn. ^ 

Already the little concessions which have been made were 
sufiScien^to foil the exertions of the numerous Russian agitators 
sent to excite disturbances among the SIav6nic Rayas; and 
perhaps the want of a^reciation of his ^ kind designs on the 
part of these latter may have had some cooling effect on the 
benevolent a^ur of the mighty Czar, and induced him to listen 
with more reddmess to the mild representations of the Western 
Powers; for had he been sure of the co-operation of the millions 
of rayas, neither the protests nor the fleets of all Europe would 
perhaps have checked his advance. * 

Federalism and not centralisation ought lo be the basis of a 
regeneration of the Ottoman Empire. fStamboul may be the 
centre, or rather the aj)ex, of a great confederation of nationali¬ 
ties ; and the ardent desire &r a national existenco might thus 
be satisfied, while the ambitious designs of foreign rulers, eager 
for the partition of Turkey, would be frustrated.* 

The other attempt to engraft the fruits of^ foreign and dis¬ 
similar civilisation upon the old stock will prpve equally vain, 
if not more dangerous, because it presupposes the possibility of 
blotting out from the memory of a people the history of cen¬ 
turies, and effacing the characteristic traits w'hich long ages 
have imprinted upon the physical and moral nature of the 
Eastern races. In fact it attempts to begin a new era by falsely 
imagining that a tabula rasa is in existence. Institutions and 
civilisation are no| transferable at the sudden wish of an auto¬ 
crat, although this wish may be dictated by the ^esirc to benefit 
the people. • TEc^ must develop themselves with the natural 
growth of the forces of the peojilc, and be the expression of their 
wants. ^ 

It is true that we have spoken of a seeming approach of 

- 1 ----- 

* As our readers will have observed, it was our intention not so 
much to consider the Turkish question under its political aspect, as 
to treat of one of the agents whose irifiueuce will be felt in the solu- 
I'ition of this embarrassing problem, — namely, the Western Asiatic 
‘taces and their representative Mahometanism. The iluthor of the 
book which heads our Article has not, in our opinion, fully appre¬ 
ciated this important agent in the various solutions which he suggests, 
which is the more to be regretted as his work offers many sound and 
interesting suggestions. ^ 
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some of the Eastern races to the Western nation, hut tliis we 
have describe^ to be the consequence of their hatred towards 
each other. Their hatred and contempt <i8‘ ‘the Giaour and 
Frengi is as burning as ever, perhaps even more so, because 
they are forced to implore his aid. Shylock^ was not despised 
and abhorred the less after be had supplied the wanis of the 
Christian than he had been before. The, Eastern seeks Christian 
aid in the same spirit and with the same disgust as he .would eat 
swine’s flesh were it the only means of saving him from starva¬ 
tion. This aversion to Europeans is like that towards the above- 
named dainty,—it is the ^owth of ages and is instilled into their 
minds from earliest youth; it is therefore more diiflcult to eradi¬ 
cate than if it were produced by rcflecLion or personal experience. 
Need we have any further proof of this than the readiness with 
which, not only the refractory Albanians and Bosnians, hut 
also the Egyptians and Arabs, nay, even the Druses and Me- 
tualis, forgetting their grievances, and their hatred of their 
Turkish rulers, flock under the standard of the Prophet in 
order to resist foreign encroachment ? 

It is not by roughly transplanting Western institutions into 
the East, that the contrast existing between the two wdU be 
softened. Such a course will only produce greater opposition. 
Approximation must be gradual. It must be accomplished by 
breaking down the barriers which have hitherto kept the op¬ 
posing elements separate, and by facilitating an intercourse 
beneficial to both parties. The people, not the rulers only, 
of the East, must be brought into frequent, contact with 
those of the West, and this contact must take place where the 
contrasts are not so strongly developed, namely, betwxen adjoin¬ 
ing races. 

It is a singular but undeniable fact, that maritime intercourse, 
unless connected with colonisation, never leads to an assimilation 
or even a permanent exchange of ideas between nations; for 
which reason ,an insular position is the best for the undisturbed 
development of a people. Ideas are difiused by land. Con¬ 
tiguous races have therefore a similarity of ideas and habits 
which we do not find between remoter raefes, although belonging 
to the same degree of civilisation. Affinity of race—frequent 
contact in peace and war, past and present—physical circum¬ 
stances, such as navigable rivers and open plains, — Act as so 
many connecting links between the adjoining races. Suchr^' 
links may be found between the Eastern and Western races. 

The course of these lines of union seems to follow the sun; 
at least, with very few exceptions, they tend from East to West! 
The most remote in distance and character from the East is 
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(Siettmuly the Anglo-Saxon race, which, with its strongly deve¬ 
loped individuality and national feeling, presents the most per¬ 
fect contrast to th^ Oriental nature, and may be sfiid to be the 
representative of the Occidental character. The Komance races 
—the Italian, Spanish, and French—follow next. They exhibit 
much less development of individuality; still they possess a 
decided Western character and strongly marked national feel¬ 
ings. T|ie Germans, placed in the heart of Europe, stand in 
the middle between the itwo antitheses. Th^r feebly developed 
national feeling, and their cosmopolitan nature, give to them a 
®ort of neutral position between East and West. They are on 
one side connected with Western civilisation, and on the other 
touch the Magyar people, which is Oriental in its descent, tra¬ 
ditions, and to a great extent in its habits and ideas. An 
European colony, of Eastern origin, and of a kindred race with 
the neighbouring Turks, the Magyar racc||ias been drawn by 
historical events intis the circle of Western civilisation, many of 
whose ideas it has adopted. It tlius forms an intermediate link 
between the Eastern and the Western nations, and seems 
destined to brinjj them nearer to each other. Its geogra- 
j3hical j)osition indicates the same destiny. Enclosed on the 
Korth and South by high mountains, its river system forms 
a natural channel from the West to the East. The mighty 
Danube, proceeding from the very centre of Germany, and 
receiving* the tribute of all the rivers of middle Europe, 
seems to be the natural high road for commerce and civilisa¬ 
tion. It has already opened the long closed barriers between 
M^yar ;ind Turk, and late events have not a little contri- 
bumd to renew the contact between these two kindred peoj)ie, 
which had been interrupted for ages,— with this difference, 
however, that thc 'hrm which w’as formerly raised only to slay, 
has been now extended to receive and to defend as brothers, 
their long estranged kindred and ancient enemies. 

It is a most remarkable circumstance in this respect, that 
during the brief interval wlien the boundary between Hungary 
and Turkey was under the control of the independent Hungarian 
Government in the y<Sar3 1848-49, that by a reasonable altera¬ 
tion of the almost prohibitory Austrian tariff previously existing 
between the two countries, and again restored since the termi¬ 
nation of the war, an incredible amount of commercial intcr- 
eburse immediately commenced, and Turkish merchants came in 
considerable numbers even to towns situated in the very heart 
of Hungary. * 

Steam—the irresistible spirit of the nineteenth century—has 
already opened the iron gates of the Danube, and induced the 
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grave Osraanlis—those professed scornersof commerce-r-to try 
to compete with the Austrian Lloyds for the traffic of the Bos* 
phorus. The iron rails, which like veins and arteries seem to 
convey life over the earth’s surface, already connect Hungary 
with 4;he West, and are now branching towards the frontier’s of 
the Ottoman Empire. A few years } et, and Staraboul will be 
touched by the network of European railways. 

The Danube and the railway can and will then be tl^e mighty 
media for the exchange of material and mental produce between 
the East and the West. They are the most powerful agents 
for bringing the Oriental and Occid^^ntal populations nearer tm 
each other. The gradual approach,of the two great opposing 
and dissimilar elements through the two kindred races of Turk 
and Magyar will soothe the harshness in both ; but whether a 
contrast, founded on such wide and natural dissimilarities of 
race, will ever ceaije, or be even considerably mitigated, is a 
secret which is now buried in the unfathomable abysses of 
futurity. 


Art. IV. —1. The ^ Estimates of the Army, OrdnaneCy and 
Naval Services, from of Api'il, 1853, to 21st March, 
1854. 

2. The Peril of Portsmouth. French Fleets and EngUsh Forts, 
By James Eergusson, Esq. London: 1853. 

3. A Flying Shot at Fergusson, and his Peril of Portsmouth. 

By Lieutenant-Colonel Jebb, C. B. Koyal Engineers, 
London: 1853. -- 

4. Copies of a Correspondence letiveen the Board of Treasury 
and the Board of Admiralty on the subject of Manning the 
Royal Navy ; together with Copies of a Report of a Committee 
of Naval Officers, and of Her Majesty's Order in Council re¬ 
lating thereto. Presented to both Houses of Parliament by 
Command of Her Majesty. 

\l ^-E confess that we have always been totally unable to com¬ 
prehend the principle on which certain persons have objected 
to any outlay for perfecting such a defensive system as should not 
only place this country in a posture of security against a possible 
attack by foreign Powers, but also remove the temptation offered 
by the state of w'eakness into which our defences have fallen 
during a long peace. ,No man would neglect to insure his ware¬ 
house or his ricks, because his neighbours declared that they 
were animated by the most friendly feelings towards him, and 
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had no intention of applying the torch to his property. National 
defence is national insurance; and we do not think any Govern¬ 
ment can maintain a character for prudence, that neglects to 
complete the insurance of this country against aggression, 
although we may not only continue to receive the most jacific 
assurances from foreign governments, but even give them the 
fullest credit for sincerity in their professions. 

Neither do we understand the merit of making a mystery of 
what we are doing, or of hesitating to name the quarter from 
which we might most reasonably anticipate an attack. On the 
contrary, we are of opinion, that by showing to the world how 
completely we are prepared for a contingency so frightful to 
contemplate as an invasion of England: by showing how des¬ 
perate an attempt would be, and how many chances there are 
against its success: we remove one of the strongest inducements 
to make it. France is the country whose gi^ographical position 
affords the most favourable opportunities for attacking us: the 
invasion of England has been as common a topic of conversation 
there as among ourselves, and is looked upon by the educated 
class of Frenchmen with equal alann; but they arc wholly 
without influence to prevent it, should the army and the masses 
determine on an attack. How much wiser, then, it will be to 
discuss freely and openly our situation, if by so doing we can 
convince the firebrands who would hail with acclamations an 
outrage that would once more set the world in flames, that such 
an^ attempt must almos| as inevitably as deservedly be utterly 
and disgracefully defeated. Let it then be taken for granted 
that^ the blow, if it must come, will be struck by France: if 
sufi^ently defended against her attacks, we need fear those of 
no other nation. 

>« It is desirable that we should ascertain two points; that the 
premium we are called upon to pay is not too high: and that 
the insurance, when completed, will be valid. With regard to 
the first, we are confident, that if any reader will picture to 
himself the horrors which would attend the violation of our virgin 
shores by a hostile army, — and the utmost force of his imagina¬ 
tion can not overcharge the picture, — he will confess that no 
price can be too high to pay for immunity. The remarks wluch 
we are about to offer on the different branches of the public 
service immediately connected with the defence of the country, 
and on some of the schemes for improving them, cannot fail to 
be interesting in themselves; and while they will show how 
much has been effected, and how much more is in progress 
towards the attainment of that great end, it will be highly 
satisfactory to find that a system of defence, calculated, as far 
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as human foresight can make it so, to secure our countiy agjiihst 
aggression, can be completed without adding materially to our 
present expenditure, and with a confident Iiope of future dimi¬ 
nution. 

It was observed by the Secretary at War, in bringing for¬ 
ward the Army Estimates for the present year*, that we now 
maintain an army greater by 21,000 men than in the year 1835, 
— the model year of the economists, — wliile the gross estimate 
for 1853-4 is only 117,^34/. in excess of that for the former 
year. But if the estimates be examined in detail, it will be 
found that considerable additional rxpenses have been incurred 
in the interval on the recommendation of Commissioners, Par¬ 
liamentary Committees, and other authorities; and that, on 
deducting these, it will appear that even with this powerful 
addition to .its numbers, our army actually costs less than the 
smaller force of 18^5. 

This result is partly owing to the diminished cost of a soldier’s 
maintenance, which averages now, officers and men inclusive, 
40Z. 3.?. per head, instead of 42/. Ifi-s*. in 1835 ,• partly to reductions 
in the iion-effbctive branches, but in a very great degree to 
improved management. The condition of the soldier has been 
gi’eatly imiwovcd in the mean time, by the reduction ol’ stop¬ 
pages for rations abroad: by the introduction of rewards for good 
conduct; of barrack libraries; of schools, both for children and 
adults; of improved barrack accommodation, which however is 
still susceptible of much amendment: and in other minor matters. 

The discipline of the army is good, and the want of ex¬ 
perience in field duties, to which most of our officers and J^en, 
excepting such as have served in India, are stningcrs, owiw to 
the employment of our troops in small detachments, has been 
greatly corrected by the exercises at the camp on Chobham com¬ 
mon, where the service of an army in the field has been carried 
on in all its branches. 

A militia force of 65,000 active and zealous young men wifl, 
before long, be sufficiently trained to act with effect, in c«tt^ 
junction with the troops of the line and the artillery, if required; 
and we may look forward to the efficiency of this economical 
force, enabling the Government, at no very distant day, to dis¬ 
pense with a portion of the regular array, which it is now 
reqtiisite to maintain at home. We hope that no future assem¬ 
blies of troops for training andl evolutions will be seen without 
a portion of Yeomanry and Militia brigaded with the line. 

The enrolled pensioners form an available force of 15,837 old 


See‘Times,’ February26. 1853. 
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and experienced soldiers. Under tbe above heads, and not in¬ 
cluding the constabulary force, which nndei* certain circum¬ 
stances would increase the defensive strength, we have, in round 
numbers, the following force in Great Britain and Ireland. 


. Cavalry. Infantry. 

Begular Troops - - . 7,000 45,000 

Yeomanry and Militia - - 14,000 65,000 

Enrolled Pensioners - - 16,000 

21,000 ' 126,000 


The number of men voted under the Ordnance Estimates is, 
.in round numbers, 15,000 artillery and 2,000 sappers and 

l^iners. Of these, 10,000 artillery, including 1,200 horse 

^ altillery and 660 sappers, of whom 400 are emfdoyed on the 
trigonoraetrical’S survey, arc in the United Kingdom, making a 
grand total of: — 

Cavalry and Horse Infantry and 

'Artillery. Artillciy. 

21,200 135 , 4 ^'-., 

The Ordnance estimates show an increase of ilbove half a 
million over last year, a large proportion of which is due to 
works of defence in progress or to be created. The charge is 
246,627/. for works to be executed, of whicli 201,576/. at home, 
and 33,910/. abroad, together, 235,486/., are for fortifications 
alope, not including the necessary barracks and latorc-houses in 
the new works. 

former of these suras is allotted, in various proportions, 
to w erection and improvement of works at the mouths of the 
Thames and Medway, at Dover, on the Sussex coast, at Ports¬ 
mouth and Gosport, Portland Harbour, Guernsey and Alder- 
pey, Devonport, Milford and Liverpool; the harbour defence 
of which last important place has been resolved on since the 
year 1839, money has been voted for the purpose in 1846-7, 
and 1852-3; but most unaccountably, little or no progress has 
been made towards its completion up to this time. 

No argument is needed to prove tlic necessity of rendering 
all the above places capable of defence; but, relying ns England 
must mainly do, on her fleet for successful resistance to an 
attempt at foreign invasion; and giving due credit to the 
report, that when the difference %irose between this country and 
Prance respecting Tahiti, King Louis Philippe had determined 
to make a sudden attack on Portsmouth, the success of which 
his officers did confidently anticipate, it will not be amiss to 
consider briefly the present condition of that, our greatest naval 
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arsenal, the destruction of which would cripple our fleet to an 
almost incalculable extent, and whose position, — but eight 
hours’ steaming from Cherbourg, — would render it the most 
probable at which to aim a sudden blow. ^ , ' . 

Mr. Fcrgusson, a gentleman known as the author of ‘An 
‘ Essay on a proposed New System of Fortification,’ has, in the 
work whose title stands at tlie head of this Article, taken a very 
able view of the condition of Portsmouth, as regards its defences, 
both by sea and land; and has suggested a scheme of defensive 
works on his new system. 

Our military readers, and probably many non-professional 
ones, will remember to have seen in the Gallery of the Great 
Exhibition in Hyde Park, a formidable looking model of a 
fortress, circular in form, with tier rising above tier of rampayts 
bristling with cannon. This was the embodiment, on a sm'alh 
scale, of the theory of fortification intended by its author to 
supersede those systems hitherto in use ,* and they who amongst 
the multitude of objects presented to them, overlooked this one, 
and yet feel a curiosity to behold it, will find the model at the 
United Service Institution in Scotland Yard. 

A civilian, although he has ‘ from boyhood made fortification 
‘ his favourite pursuit,’ may not at first sight appear to be the 
fittest person to originate a system of fortification that should 
place the besieged on a footing of equality with the besieger, 
which it has hitherto baffled the most scientific military engineers 
to effect; nor would he be thought likely to receive a very 
cordial reception from them, when he ventured to trespass in 
their peculiar province. It is therefore no slight evidence of 
the merit of Fergusson’s system, and of the liberality our 
engineers, that this system has attained, during the summer, 
a very full and fair discussion bn its merits, in the theatre of the 
United Service Institution, when many^able officers spoke on 
both sides, and we believe the balance of argument was in favoilr 
of Mr. Fergusson. 

Lieut. Colonel Adams, Professor of Fortification at Sand¬ 
hurst College, had in the previous summer delivered a lecture 
in the same theatre on Fergusson’s system, in which, after 
pointing out ‘ the most striking advantages of the system,’ he 
declared that ‘ he could confidently leave it to work its own 
‘ way to success.’ This lecture is, by permission of Colonel 
Adams, .appended to the ‘ Pe^l of Portsmouth.’ j 

To an uneducated eye the lines of a fortress present a com¬ 
plication of zig-zags most difficult of comprehension; we will 
endeavour in a few words to make their object clear. 

The great principle of the modern system of fortificatibn is 
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to prevent the approach of an enemy within the extreme point 
of depression of the guns mounted on the walls; and for this 
purpose, every face or front of the works is so placed that it is 
flanked or enfiladed by the guns on some other face. This, 
’'called the bastion system, which in theory is beautiful, almost 
perfect, entirely fails in practice to fulfil the conditions required 
in a fortress; so infinitely superior is the science of attack to 
that of defence, that the military engineer can calculate almost 
to a day the time required to reduce any place. The main 
defects of this system are, the insecurity of its flanking defences 
from their liability to be enfiladed, and the inability to use direct 
fire from the salient, and therefore the most exposed points. 
N Accordingly, the first operation in a siege, after establishing the 
first parallel, is to erect batteries on the prolongation of the faces 
flauking the part to be approached; and the zig-zags between the 
parallels are carried forward in front of the salients or capitals 
of the bastions, whence there can be no direct fire on them. 

The principle of Mr. Fergusson’s system is, by enabling the 
fort to bring a preponderance of fire on any point, to overwhelm 
the batteries of the besiegers. To obtain this end, he rejects 
bastions and outworks, and replaces them with a work of a 
curvilinear outline, adapted to the form of the ground; and 
from a very wide and deep ditch, procures earth to form a 
mound from 60 to 80 feet high; this mound he fashions into 
four tiers of^ramparts, the first on the level of the country, the 
others rising sixteen feet one above the other. Colonel Adams 
calculates that a Fergusson fort can bring nearly 100 guns to 
bear on any point at a distance of 600 yards, if the embrasures 
are oi(|ir to allow a gun to traverse 20® each way, A second 
great advantage claimed for this system is its immunity from 
enfilade. A third great advantage is the economy of its con¬ 
struction as compared with a fort having masonry revetements; 
thfe expense of the masonry of a front of fortification being from 
60,000/. to 80,000/., while the earth-work is only 3,0004 or 
4,0004 In a Fergusson fort there is but little masonry, but a 
larger amount of earth-work, and a much greater expenditure in 
ordnance; when completed, however, it is calculated not to have 
cost one fourth of the sum required for a bastioned fort on the 
same ground. A fourth advantage claimed for this system, and 
one of great importance in this country, is, that it does not re¬ 
quire a garrison of disciplined soldiers; the sole manoeuvre being 
the working of the guns, a proportion of artillerymen onlj is 
required, the remainder may be composed of infantry, militia, 
seamen, coast-guard men, and dockyard battalions. 

The most important objections raised against this system are, 
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the complete immunity of the besieger from sortips, and the 
consequent facility he will have in making his approaches, even 
up to the edge of the ditch; that not only are the lines of 
a Fergusson fort open to a destructive enfilading and ricochet 
fire, but that from the magnitude of the mark, this fire may be 
maintained as efiiciently by night as by day, while the enfilading 
batteries would be perfectly protected by thick ^paulements 
from the fire of the fort; that riflemen in pits would silence 
every gun in front of them ; and lastly, that the cost is vastly 
underrated. We conceive that Colonel Adams has refuted the 
former of these objections in his lecture; but, on the score of 
cost, we will oflfer a few remarks, for that is one of the strongest 
arguments for the application of Mr. Fergusson’s system to 
defensive works in this country. Ilis estimate for the cost of a 
work in front of Gosport, to which we shall allude presently, is 
200,000/. A critic *, who is said to be an officer of the highest 
professional and practical ability, has objected that this estimate 
would be exceeded twice or thrice. We may grant this point, 
but the non-professional reader will be surprised to learn that 
the same line fortified according to the rules of fortification 
would cost little, if any thing, less than l,000,000it 

Amongst the critics of the Fergusson system of fortification, 
the author of ‘A Flying Shot at Fergusson ’ deserves mention. 
It is a very amusing little brochure, more replete with jokes than 
arguments, in which the gallant author does, to his own evident 
satisfaction, completely demolish a Fergusson fort. *It is remark¬ 
able that although Colonel Jebb is ‘ startled ’ at a civilian claim¬ 
ing to have discovered that which for man^ a long year has 
puzzled the most eminent engineers: viz., how to restore^ the 
defence the superiority it possessed over the attUck previous to the 


* In the U. S. Magazine for February, 1853. 
t Since the above was written, we have read some remarks by 
Lieutenant-Colonel Portlock, R.E. (at page 281. of Colonel Chesney's 
‘ObstJTvations on Fire Arms’,) on the changes in the system of defen¬ 
sive works, which will result from the modern improvements, giving 
greatly increased range, and accuracy of fire to small-arms. '' The 
Colonel infers that the Engineer will gain some one of the following 
advantages in all fortresses. 

1. The power of using larger lines of defence. 

2. The diminution in the number of salients. 

3. The power of uniting naturally strong and salient points, by 
simple lines, without intervening salients. 

4. An effective co-operation of cannon and musketry in defence. 
Thus, Colonel Portlock, arguing from entirely different premise)^ 

makes a near approach to the principles of the Fergusson System. 
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invention of gunpowder: and although he satirizes, with some 
degree of justice, Mr. Fcrgusson’s assumption of impregnability 
for his sy^em; he yet makes a statement which clearly admits 
the superiority of that system over those hitherto in use; for 
^n describing liis method of attacking such a fortress (p. 16.), 
he tells us, that in order to evade the overwhelming fire of the 
besieged, he should adopt the ‘ novel expedient ’ of placing the 
besiegers’ guns in * sunken batteries seven feet deep, without 
‘ any parapets,’ and so afford the besiegers a less definite object to 
fire at. The Colonel likewise admits (p. 1.), that Mr. Fergusson 
is ‘supposed to have had the best of the discussion at the 
‘ United Service Institution, and his flag still flies triumphant 

* on his so called impregnable fortress.’ 

We wdll now proceed to consider how Mr. Fergusson proposes 
to apply his system to the defence of Portsmouth. The land de¬ 
fences consist * of three separate and distinct lines of fortification, 
‘ the oldest being those of Portsmouth, the trace of which belongs 
‘ to the age of Charles II. and William III., though somewhat 

* improved since their days; those of Portsea are of the time of 

* George III., and very far superior, both in trace and profile; 

* while those of Gosport are little better than field-works, con- 

* sisting merely of an earthen rampart, unreveted, and without 

* outworks; the only defence against even an attack de vice force 

* being a shallow cunette of very miserable dimensions.’ (P. 31.) 

We need not here consider the works of Portsea and Ports¬ 
mouth toward the land, the island of Portsea being by nature 
BO difficult of access, as to require but little to make it almost 
impregnable on tljpt side. Gosport is the weak point, and the 
very ilfefficlent works there, being still further weakened by the 
ground in front of fliem being built over, within musket shot, such 
cover is afforded to an attacking force that it is j)robablc they would 
be carried by a couy-de-mahi^ when the harbour and dockyard 
would be laid at the mercy of the enemy. It may be observed, 
that if our fleet were decoyed to a distance by a simulated attack 
elscw'here, there could be little resistance offered to an enemy 
disenibarking west of Stokes Bay. The Government plan for 
improving the defences, so far as it Is at present developed, con¬ 
sists in the erection of a fort, estimated to cost 45,000/. It is 
said that three jmncipal works, connected by smaller forts, are 
to form a line of defence from Elson’s Hard to Stokes Bay, 
about 2000 yards in front of the dockyard. If this be correct, 
then the estimate for the whole will probably far exceed that of 
the work proposed by Mr. Fergusson. 

^ Mr. Fergusson proposes to form a line of defence on his 
: system, as above described, from Frater Point on the harbour. 
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to Gomer’s Ponds, on the western extren^e of Stokes Bay. 
From the front of this line, the dockyard would be 4,500 yards 
distant, far beyond the range of shot or shell; the ground is 
more open, and much of it being waste and marshy, it is less 
costly to purchase, and is better adapted for defence. A ditch 
200 feet wide, with 15 feet of water in it, and a covered way 
in front, would'afford earth for the ramparts. The line selected 
bein^ three miles long, there would be twelve miles of rampart, 
capable, if fully armed, of mounting 3000 guns, and in any 
case certainly able to bring three guns to bear on one of the 
enemy’s. A return on the right, to prevent an enemy from 
turning the works on that dank, and a military canal from the 
left to Fort Monkton, to prevent a landing in Stokes Bay, com¬ 
plete a summary view of Mr. Fergusson’s proposal; which wc 
do not assert to be the best possible work for the purpose, but 
which, from its evident advantages over the few detached works 
which it is understood are to be erected, including the super'or 
economy claimed for it, unquestionably deserves the utmost con¬ 
sideration. Wc differ on this point from Colonel Jebb who (p. 32.) 
holds economy of construction to be a secondary consideration. 
The situation of this country makes her case very different from 
those which arc liable to become the battle ground of nations, and 
where consequently first-class fortresses are absolutely neces¬ 
sary. There arc other works proposed on Portsea Island, 
and at Porchestcr Castle,—for a description of w4iich we refer 
the reader to the book itself, reserving the few additional re¬ 
marks we have to make for that portion which relates to the 
sea defences of Portsmouth, on the strength and wea^ess of 
which wc differ very materially from Mr. Fergusson. 

In considering the attack of Portsmouth by a squadron pass¬ 
ing the batteries and entering the harbour, the author sets aside, 
as incapable of forcing the entrance, sailing ships, because they 
require a leading wind; and paddle-wheel steamersi because 
they are deficient in broadside guns, and ' the batteries arc sin- 
* gularly well placed for hitting or disabling their paddles, and 
‘ the parts of their machinery above Avatcr.’ Wc would remark 
here, that if the batteries are so singularly well placed, they can 
scarcely deserve the severe judgment which Mr. Fergusson sub¬ 
sequently piisscs on them. He proceeds thus: — 

‘But it could be attempted by screw line-of-)^attle ships, and if I am 
not very much mistaken, with every prospect of success. The French 
now possess four such ships, the “Napoleon,” the “Charlemagne,” the 
“ Austerlitz,”* and the “Jean Bart,” and are understood to be building 

* 

* It may not be generally known, that when the French fleet passed 
Malta, on its way to the Levant, in May, of the three screw-ships in 
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others. These vessels carry from 90 to 100 guns of the heaviest 
calibre; and though the speed of the Napoleon” is probably not so 
great as reported—-thirteen or fourteen knots an hour—they are all 
fequal to at least ten knots an hour in smooth water, and with a flood- 
tide in the springs, both of which they could easily command. 

* At this rate of speed, about ten minutes would elapse from the time 
when they first came within effective reach of the guns of Southsea 
Castle till they were safely past all danger and anchored inside the 
harbour.’ (P. 15.) 

Having thus summarily given possession of Portsmouth 
liarbour to four sail-of-the-line, the author proceeds to consider 
the means of resistance, inefficient as they are, in hjs opinion, 
to detain an enemy even for ten minutes. He enumerates 12 
guns mounted on Southsea Castle, 21 on the King’s Bastion 
and the adjacent faces, 10 on the flank of the Platform and the 
orillion of the Point Batteries, 12 on the Point Battery, and 
24 on Blockhouse Fort; in all, 79 pieces, most of them heavy 
ordnance. Then, stating how ineffective most of these guns 
would be, he clenches an argument which he seems to think 
unanswerable, with a quotation from General Lewis’s *Aide 
Memoire:’ — *No battery or batteries, however strong, can 
‘ stop or prevent any ship of war or steamer from entering a 
‘ harbour when the navigation is free and the course nearly 
' direct, if she chooses her time.’ We must beg to inform Mr. 
Fergusson tl^t this opinion is very far from supporting his argu¬ 
ment, inasmuch as the navigation into Portsmouth Harbour is 
not free, the course is not nearly direct, and she can not choose 
her time. Although ships of the line do now, by aid of steam, 
pass m or out with their lower deck guns on board, they can 
only do so at high water spring tides, and, in these days of peace, 
when the ramparts are manned only with a crowd of admiring 
friends, a slow rate of going and the utmost circumspection are 
requiredAo conduct a heavy ship in safety through the narrow 
and tortuous channel leading from Spithead into the harbour; 
even with frigates, the period for passing is very limited, and 
the passage never attempted till the stream of tide has slackened. 

' If such be the case under favourable circumstances, it is evi¬ 
dent the difficulties must be multiplied many fold were the 
passage to be attempted during a heavy cannonade between the 
batteries and the ships; when, even if the pilot could see his 
way through the clouds of smoke, the helmsman could scarcely 
comprehend his orders or signs. Let us, however, suppose, that 
the adventurous enemy has reached the commencement of the 

in the fleet, not one could use her screw. It is notorious that the 
^Napoleon’ is shaken to pieces. 
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channel between the buoys of the Spit and the Boyne: he is 
then less than a mile from the anchorag:e at Spithead, about 
2000 yards from the angle of the King’s Bastion, and half that 
distance from Southsea Castle, towards’ which his bows are * 
directed, until, having rounded the end of the Spit, his course 
is pretty direct to the harbour’s mouth. On arriving within 
600 yards of the King’s Bastion,- and 1,300 yards from Block¬ 
house Fort, which is right ahead, he enters the narrowest part 
of the channel, now marked by buoys, which assuredly would 
not be left there to guide a foe, while the leading marks would 
almost certainly be obscured by smoke. The width of this part 
is not 200 yards, and if some of the leading ships did not here 
take the ground, they would be fortunate indeed. But let them 
pass through that difficulty, and, notwithstanding that they have 
followed the singular recommendation of Mr. Fergusson, and 
have * coiled their hemp cables in their bows, and stowed there 
* the spare sails and hammocks!’ further, suppose that they have 
not caught fire, and approach the mouth of t^e harbour. Will 
they find it a haven of refuge after the perils of the passage, or 
will they not rather find guardships and blockships laid across 
ready to pour in a storm of shot as one by one they opened 
that narrow entrance, such as no ships in the world could with¬ 
stand ? They who witnessed the tremendous effect of the con¬ 
cussion shells this summer upon the 'York’ hulk, will be disposed 
to think that, instead of our sinking ships to prevent the entrance 
of an enemy, it would be the sunken foe that would cause an 
obstruction to ourselves in the mouth of Portsmouth harbour. 

We are of opinion with Mr. Fergusson, that a battery of 
heavy guns between Southsea Castle and the King’s Bastion 
would be a valuable addition to the defences on the sea side; but 
there arc many points whose weakness claims precedence, as, fcff 
example, Sconces’ Point and Warden’s Ledge, for forts at which 
places 25,000/. and 15,000/. have been voted this year. 

Mr. Fergusson devotes several pages to the discussion of various 
modes of invasion which may be apprehended, and of defence 
which may be adopted, into which we need not follow him: the 
public mind having become fully alive to the necessity of pro¬ 
viding a system of defence capable of resisting successfully the 
attacks of an enemy; or, what is more ftrdently to be desired, of 
strength and completeness sufficient to deter him from so rash 
an attempt. ^ ' 

The Navy estimates for the present year greatly exceed those 
of 1835-6, with which year we will again moke a comparison. 
The votes for the two years stand thus: — 
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Effective Brancli. Non-effective. Total, 

1835-6 - - 4^2,416,300 4^1,561,423 4^3,977,723 

1853-4 - - 4,763,440 1,319,103 6,082,543 

On comparing the estimates, it appears that the excess of the 
present over the former year may be broadly stated to lie under 
the five following heads: — 



1S35-6. 

1853-4, 

^ Wages . - - * 

- 4^993,034 

4ei,736,236 

1 ■ Victuals - - - 

- 339,825 

615,426 

Wages to Artificers in £sta- ] 
blishments at home J * 

683,648 

Naval Stores 

- 361,713 

1,023,011 

New Works 

- 62,440 

256,948 


4^2,107,644 

£4,315,269 


The two first items being dependent on tlie number of seamen, 
which is proportioned to the requirements of the public service, 
we need only show the numbers for the two years. 

Seamen. Boys. Marines. Total. 
1835-6 - - 15,500 2,000 9,000 26,000 

1853-4 - - 31,000 2,000, 12,500 45,500 

The increase under the other heads may be "referred mainly to 
the expense? entailed by the progress of steam navigation: to the 
erection and working of establishments for making and repairing 
machinery, — the steam factories at Woolwich and Portsmouth 
alone employ 1,200 artificers; — to the enlargement of old, and 
the excavation of new docks, capable of receiving ships of the 
greatly increased dimensions how built: to the purch.asc of 
engines, machinery, coals. Thftse are a few of the most im¬ 
portant sources of increased expenditure ; but the result is, that 
we possess the largest and most powerful navy in the world, 
composed in part of tlie finest ships ever seen. 

As our object is only to present a general view of the present 
condition of our national defences, we shall not enter into any 
detail of the numbers and force of the ships of the Eoyal Navy, 
as a whole, hut merely note some particulars of the steam 
branch of the |ervice, w^ich has become so important. 

In 1835, the navy possessed only 16 steamers of all denomi- 
.nations. ^ 

In 1845, the force had increased to 55 vessels, of the gross 
nominal power of 11,500 horses. 

In 1853, thereare about 170 stcami vessels of a gross nominal 
power of 45,500 horses, besides eight or 10 line-of-battle ships 
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and frigates building. In 1845, the average horse-power was 
a little over 200; it is now about 266, showing a large increase 
in the power, as well as in the number of our steamers. The 
nominal horse-power is by nq, means to be taken as a measure 
of the actual power: for example, the engines of the ‘ Agamem¬ 
non,’ nominally of 600, actually work up to nioreA^an 2000 
horees. Tlie original cost of engines is from 551 . to 60?. per 
nominal horse-power; thus, the machinery of our steam-fe,vy, at ■ 
the present time, represents a capital of above two-and-a-KaJf ^ 
millions. ' * -j <• - 

We will close our remark^ on this branch of our subj^t by " 
stating, that a few weeks would enable us to send tg sea a fleet 
of seventeen sail of screw line-of-ba. tic ships, a number which 
next spring will see largely augmented; and wc may chal¬ 
lenge the world to show two ships, in their respective diasses, 
superior to the ‘Duke of AVellington ’ of 130, and the ‘Imp^- 
rieusc ’ of 60 guns. ,The naval review of the llth An.nust was 
unquestionably a brilliant demonstration of t^ steam power of 
tlio British navy; but ifehas led, not unnaturally, to some exag¬ 
gerated notions, and an undue depreciation of vessels whose sails 
are their only means of propulsion. The most iinporfaint sfcp 
liitherto taken in the adaptation of steam to the purposes of 
maritime warfare, was the%doption of the screw' jwopeller, with 
which the whole of the broadside becqmcs available for carrying 
guns; and the ship, unlike the paddle steamer^ is equal to any 
other sailing ship Wh^u not under steam. Now this last quality 
is of the highest importance: for we believe that a vastly larger 
proportion of the service in any future war, will ‘be performed ' 
under sail than under steam. Indeed, if we reflect on the?, 
enormous supplies of coal that jt wdll be requisite to send to the 
depots and arsenals on foreign stations, it will be evident that 
to keep pace with the consumption must be a mat^r of extreme 
difficulty under tlic casualties 'of*war| and it is by no means 
impossible that the day may arrive when the fajlc of nations wiE 
depend on the capture, or safe arrival at its destination, of a con¬ 
voy of colliers, \vhose precious freight will then more than ever 
deserve the appellation of Black Diamonds. /s, 

We could have wished, had our limits permitt|d, tq have 
entered into some detail re^eeting ,ihe»|rreat improvemen|8 i 
made in our dockyard system in last five yes^. We can 
only state some of the resu^s. ' • 

At page 389. of the Kepprt of the Commons’, Committee on 
Dockyard Appointments, we find a return of ^le numbers of j* 
men employed in the yards fh each year since ^848. In thni 
and the previous year. Upwards of 12,000 men wer^ employed 
VOL. xcviii. NO. cc.. ^ -Rv/ * 
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which has been gradually reduced to 9,700; with a saving in 
wages in 1851-2, as compared with 1846-7, of 139,1051.; and 
notwithstanding the increased activity in the yards of late, it 
has not been found necessary to add a single man to the estab¬ 
lishments. 

There is no doubt that the system introduced under the ad¬ 
ministration of l 4 ord Auckland, which made merit, instead of 
polltica'P influence, the standard for adv:mcement, has been the 
main cause of this beneficial change, and it is most necessary to 
prevent a recurrwice of the seandiil and mischief arising fiom 
political jobbing in.this departpient of the public service. It 
has been proposed to effect this object by disfranchising the 
voters who work in the yards, which would be at once an act of 
injustice and incflficicnt to the purpose. If the junior lords of 
the Admiralty were permanently appointed, and prohibited from 
sitting in Parliament, and all appointments and promotions in 
the dockyards were made by the board, giving to no one member 
any especial patronage in them, we believe the end would be 
fully answered. !f'or the good of the service generally, we hope 
jrc long to see this idea Adojited, the jiriuciplc of which has been 
acknowledged in the retantion of some lords through successive 
administrations. 

Wc have a fine fleet, let u'- consider how it is to be manned. 
It has become the fa'^liiop of late with some writers to ascribe 
the diffiqulties experienced in raising the additional nmnber of 
seamen vo<*ed by Parliament, to the uuiiopularity of the naval ser¬ 
vice, and to the retention of corporal punishment. Wc believe 
neither of these assertions to be based on truth. 

The Keport of the Committee of Naval Officers (p. 29.) calls 
the notice of their lordships to a letter from the llcgi'^trar Ge¬ 
neral of Seamen, dated 19th November, 1852, which states that 
the actual ntimber of seamen etnjiloyed in Briti'ih registered 
ships, in the year 1851, was 175,()()(); and, after deducting 
protected and CiXempted persons, there only remain 80,000 
available for service, of whofn not more tlian 21,000 are to be 
f^und in the United Kingdom at any oae time. This fact alone 
pifbvcs how great difficulty must attend the iiroviding a sudden 
addition of men to the navy. 

The stmiQ report<,(p. 13.) ahows, from a statistical return 
centred the Accouni;ant-Gen*!^ral, that, whilst l^ortsmouth, 
Plymouth, and their neigtibourhood furnishes 5,689 men to 
the navy, Liverpool and Bristol only send 350 ; and the Com¬ 
mittee justly i]nfer from this fact, that ‘where Her Majesty’s 
‘ service is be^ known io tbe seamen, it is mpst appreciated by 
‘ them.* # 
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A few facts winch we have .gathered, will farther show that 
the difficulty of procuripg seamen exists equally in our own 
mercantile marine and in that of the United States; that it is 
to be ascribed, in a great measure, to the Tery Ikrge numbers of 
seamen who have gone to the gold-diggings in California and 
Australia; which, with the general increase of trade, has caused 
such a scarcity of seaipen, that wages have risen in th^llnglish 
merchant service twenty-five per cent., ^ ‘ 

The present rates of wages in the port of London are^for 
voyages to India and the Mediterranean, about'2/.“ lOir. per 
month; to Quebec, HI.; and we saw the articles of "a ship which 
engaged a crew in .July t<f make the voyage to Australia and 
back, at 31 . 10.v. per month.’ 

Wc saw, in the shi{)ping office on Td'welt Hill, a crew of feblfe 
seamen engaged to take a vessel of eighty-one tons burthen to 
Melbourne, at one shilling per month wages, and at the same 
time a crew of another sliij> received 461 . a man for t]he run 
home from the same port. Another ship, just returned from a 
trading voyage in the Southern Seas, ^ongaged a crew at Hong- 
Kong in July, 1852, at 1£)0 dollars a man to^the first port of- 
discharge ; the money was earned at Bombay in Idls than four 
months. * 

By the favolir of Colonel Aspinwall, Consul-General of the 
United States, wc ^Tre shown the j^pers of an American ship, 
which had just arrived with a cargo of timber-from-St. John’s, 
!New Brunswick, at which port she engaged a crow for the run 
to England at 64 dollamiia' man. This being paid at the 
colonial rale of five dollars to the pound staling, was equal to 
nearly 13/. for less than two montltfe’ service. In the general trade 
of the United States, dollarf? month are considered a high 
rale of wages, cqluj, at t^ie rate of par for gold, to about 
3Z. 1.?. Gdf.*" 

We have said enough to*how that a great scarcity of seamen 
exists, which is felt equally in all services, and in all quarters of 
the globe ; and while profits are occasionally to be made in the 
merchant service, such as wl^ave noticed, it might be expected 
that not even the f%sh advantages lately offered to seai^n 
wmuld draw them to the naval servici; but the fact^ tfiati'witHSb 
six montlis, more than 4,000 ou^ of the 5,000 addition^ se^meli" 
voted in December, 1852, were raised, aiffbrds a fiiir presmnptioii 
that, instead of the navy being unpopular, a contr^y feeling 
exists among seamen. repeal of the manning clauses of *lhe 
Mercantile Marine Act will doubtless relieve t^e tightness of 
the sailor market.* ^ ^ 

- — .. ---i-i-^ \ ^ ' 

* 45.1^. to the dollar^ ' 



420 


Our Natioml Defences, 


Oct. 


Next, with regard to corporal punishment. If the punish¬ 
ment of flogging were to be abolished, we must provide a sub¬ 
stitute. Imprisonment and separation, in all but large ships, 
are impossible, and likewise, in some degree, punish the in¬ 
nocent who have to do the duty of the ioffenders, whose services 
are lost for the time. Mfeans of imprisonment on shore, ex¬ 
cepting on the home station, have not yet, been devised. There 
remains a description of punishments which would be called into 
m(^ frequent usej and we can faithfully assure our readers that 
we are firmly convinced, that no system could be devised more 
repulsive and harassing to the ^anmn, or one which would so 
effectually render him liable to the Zeroise ofpersonal tyranny, 
with dbmparlitive irresponsibility oh the part of his officer, as 
^hh'substitution off a lysfcra of seccindal'y punishments for that of 
flogging, by the authority and on the responsibility of the cap¬ 
tain only. The checks on the undue exercise of tms authority 
are mQny ahd powerful; first, the actual drders and regulations 
of the Admiralty, which absolutely prohibit the hasty infliction 
of punishment, and rest^pt the amount,*in all cases; next, the 
knowledge that a captain sending an immoderate'return of pun¬ 
ishments isiilwayl called *'on for an explanation, ond is looked 
upon unfavourably at the Admiralty; thirdly, the probability 
. of his being held up in the public journals as a brute who 
gloats over and enjoys the spectacle of" a flbgging; and, 
though iaSst, not hitist, the aversion which cv^y officer feels as 
aeutely as'any professional advocate of humanity to the inflic¬ 
tion of, this punishment, aud whiebsshe only does inflict because 
it is essential to the good order and discipline which it is his 
highest duty to uphold.- 

The^ puiiishrncnt of floggjpg Was abolished in the United 
States^ Navy by a vote of Congrcsl in r83IO,%nd the result, as 
reported by the Secretary of the Navy, was qtjoted by Sir 
James Graham, in the late Seslion.*!* . 

* Th^ multiplication of courts* lilsrtial, and all the consequences of dis¬ 
order and crime, are among the least oOhe apparent and growing evils 
of flie new system. The demoralisation of 09 th officers and men is a 
yet more observable consequence. The absence ,pr prohibition of the 
usual punishments known to i^eamen has led to the invention of new 
penalties of the most revolting kinf. iij the application of which full 
scope has been given, and |he strongest provocations administered, to 
that exhibition of temper and passion, which, however natural it may 
be to men of hasty and excitable natur^, is seldom indulged without 
leading to cruelties that must disgrace thoie who practise them, and, 
what is more to fie feared, raise a sentiment in the public mind hostile 

—i—— -a... . .. .... ... - 

■*’ * Sefe tlie** feb^utry 19th, 1853. 
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to the navy itself. Of that large number of men who have heretofore 
constituted the pride of our navy by their good seamanship and 
highly respectable personal deportment, composing the great body of 
our mariners, — of these men, it is a fact which invites the deepest 
concern of Congress, we are daily deprived by their refusal to enter 
again into the service, until, as tiiey ask, they shall have some assur¬ 
ance that a better system of discipline may be restored.’ 

Thus it appears that, where the trial has been made, the 
abolition, not the retention, of corporal puilishment has pro¬ 
duced unpopularity. ,. 

We do not, however, conceal our satisfaction, — believing as 
w'e do that our navy is in a state of good discipline, — in learn¬ 
ing that the number of punishments has diminished from 1,363 
in 1848, to 578 in 1852. It is probable that the number will 
be still furthei reduced by the power given to commanding 
officers, in an Act of the late Session, for making better pro¬ 
vision concerning the entry and service of seamen, to punish 
deserters summarily by committing them to prison. Whether 
the majority of seamen would not prefer a flogging to six 
months with hard labour in the common jail, is a question we 
need not enter upon at this time. 

The real cause of the difficulty experienced in adding men to 
the fleet cannot be better described than in the words of the 
Memorial from the Board of Admiralty, which was read before 
the Queen in Council, on the 1st April, 1853. 

‘ The difficulties are inherent in the system itself, w'hich consists 
in entering men for particular ships selected by themselves, nominally 
for five years, but practically, according to immemorial usage, for the 
period during which a ship is commissioned, averaging from three to 
four years ; and then, after much expense, time, and labour bestowed 
in training them, they are disbanded. A certain portion of the men 
thus discharged never return to the navy; some carry the fruits of 
their training to foreign flags; the largei' number return at periods 
dictated by tlieir own convenience or inclination, and not by any 
regard to the wants of tj|^e service. This desultory mode of proceed¬ 
ing is a cause of great embarrassment and expense in conducting the 
ordinary duties of the naval service. It creates uncertainty as to the 
period when ships may be expected to be ready lor sea; and the evil 
becomes one of great magnitude, and a serious danger, when political 
considerations suddenly demand the rapid equipment of Your Ma¬ 
jesty’s ships.’ (P. 44.) 

The investigations of a Committee of naval officers into thei 
subject, led to the conclusion that it was essential to give the 
navy a permanent constitution. , ' 

It was therefore ordered, that all boys entering the navy 
should be required to engage for a period of ten years, from the 
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age of ^eighteen; and to induce seamen now serving, or hereafter 
volunteering, to enter for the same period, certain additions 
were made to the rates of pay, which will be best shown by the 
following table: — 


Rating. 

Present Rate 
of Pay 
per Annum. 

Additional to 
Men entering 
for ten Years. 

Together. 



£ 

s, d. 

£ 

s. 

d. 

£ 

s. 

d. 

Ordinary Seamen, 2d Class 

16 

14 7 

1 

10 

5 

18 

5 

0 

Ordinary do. 


19 

15 5 

3 

0 

10 

22 

16 

5 

Able do- 

- 

24 

6 8 

4 

11 

3 

28 

17 

11 

Petty OflSicers, from 

- 

28 

17 11 

4 

11 

3 

33 

9 

2 

Do. to 

•• 

31 

18 9 

4 

11 

3 

36 

10 

0 


Two new classes are introduced, viz.: — 

Leading seamen, with 2d. a day, ,or 3Z. Os. lOd. a year, in 
addition to any other pay to which they may be entitled. 

Chief petty officers, with 3d. a day, or 4Z. 11 s. 3d. a year, in 
addition to any other pay to which they may be entitled. 

Good conduct gratuities of 7/. and 5/. are given to Petty 
Officers on paying off every ship, the proportion graduating 
from ten,jnen in the largest, to two in the smallest classes; 
while seamen may get good conduct pay, in addition to all 
other, of Id., 2d., or 3d. a day according to the nmnber of 
badges they have obtained. 

Seamen are to be allowed to purchase their discharge, and 
after ten years’ service, to be entitled, at the discretion of the 
Admiralty, to a pension of 6 d. a day, to be increased to 8 d. a 
day, after fifteen years’ service; all such pensioners being liable 
to give further service in the event of an armament of war. 

The pay of warrant officers,—that is, of gunners, boatswains, 

. and parpenters, a valuable class of officerai who rise from before 
the mast,—is increased from 25 to 30 per cent.: the sea-pay of a 
First Class Warrant Officer being now 120 Z. a year; while they 
arc declared eligible to receive commissions in the navy, as a 
reward for distinguished acts of gallantry and daring. 

We have thus given a slight notion of the certain advantages 
which attend the career of a good and well conducted seaman in 
our navy: a comparison with the rates of pay in the United 
States Marine will not be unfavourable; the slightly lower 
rates in our service being more than compensated by the higher 
rewards to ijood men. 
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Rating. 

Landmen 
Ordinary Seamen 
Able 

Petty Officers, 1st class 


Pay per Annum in 
U. S. Navy. 

^22 3 8 
24 12 6 
29 11 0 
44 6 6 


But, however popular we make the navy, the broad fact 
remains staring us in the face, that there are only about 21,000 
seamen available for service to be found in the Kingdom at any 
one time, exclusively of those, actually serving; and at the same 
time there are 53,600 seamen protected from compulsory service, 
besides a large number of seafaring men, who are not registered 
seamen under the provisions of thu Act 7 & 8 Victoria, c. 112. 
It is therefore clear that no system of volunteering, or even the 
press, would supply the immediate wants of the navy on the 
outbreak of war. This alarming condition, which has for several 
years engaged the attention of many distinguished oflSeers and 
friends of the navy, is now, wc trust, in a fair way of being re¬ 
medied. 

Before we notice the measures which have been adopted to 
create a supply of seamen for the defence of the coasts and ports 
of this Kingdom, we will refer to an article in our last Number, 
founded on the ‘ Enquetc Parlementaire ’ made into the state of 
the Frencli navy in 1850. 

It appears that so long since as 1668, the system of 'Spgistering 
seamen was established in France, for the purposes of maritime 
conscription. This system was amended in 1790, and again in 
1835, and is perfectly adapted to its end, but is entirely com¬ 
pulsory. 


‘The permanent levy includes all seamen from 20 to 40, and 
officers of the merchant service to 45 (years of age), not having pre¬ 
viously served. The next class consists of men who have not served 
above four years; and beyond that the whole maritime population may 
be raised. After tliirty-six months’ service, the officers and men are 
entitled to tlieir liberty till ciillcd on to serve again; and after six 
years, they are no longer liable to the ordinary levies.’ 

The result is, that the French Government can call into 
immediate service a body of trained seamen sufficient to man 
every ship in the fleet. 

Such a system of compulsory service is absolutely impossible 
for this country, where impressment, even in the greatest 
emergency, would be looked upon, by many persons, with an 
evil eye; the Government has therefore had recourse to a plan 
by which a sort of maritime militia is to be trained, and cer¬ 
tain other classes of seafiiring men are to be liable to be called 
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on to serve; of the success of which plan we entertain the most 
sanguine hopes and expectations; and which will produce a 
body of about 20,000 men in the hour of need. 

An Act passed in the late Session empowers the Admiralty 
. to raise 10,000 men from among the seafaring population, tp be 
4erined ‘ Naval Coast Volunteers.’ These men are to be en¬ 
tered for five years, to receive a bounty of 6/. a man, and the 
pay of able seamen, while serving. They are to be trained 
and exercised on shore, or on board ship within fifty leagues 
of the coast during twenty-eight days in every year; and 
to' be called into active service by royal proclamation, the 
term of war-service being one year, which may be extended 
under exigency; and they may then be employed 100 leagues 
from the coast of the United Kingdom. They are to be ex¬ 
empt from all other service during the time they belong to tlie 
volunteers. 

It is also enacted, that, under the like circumstances, the 
coast guard, the seamen riggers in the dockyards, navy pen¬ 
sioners, and seafaring men employed under the Board of Cus¬ 
toms, and other public departments, shall be dhlled into active 
service on board the fleet. 

This measure, with the extension of the term of service in the 
navy, will, we believe, put this country in such a position, that, 
on any sudden or unforeseen emergency, we shall be enabled to 
man a fiefeflt in as short a time as our neighbours; and we are 
confident, that, with the exception of the very bigoted or very 
ignorant, but one opinion can prevail amongst us as to their 
great merit and utility. 

Something we would have said of the desirableness of the 
mercantile ports being able to provide vessels to assist in the 
defence of the coast. The steam-tugs, at least, ought to be ca¬ 
pable of acting as gun-boats; and we fear that not one per cent, 
of the mercantile steam-fleet is able to carry ordnance, includ¬ 
ing even the Ocean mail steamers, whose owners are mostly 
■ bound by their contracts to build ships capable of bearing an 
armament, —but we have already passed our limits and must 
conclude; not doubting that this important point is receiving 
the consideration due to it from those in authority. We 
hope that every reader will be as well satisfied with the pro¬ 
gress made in providing what we have termed a good National 
Insurance, as wc are ourselves. 
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Art. History of Greece. By George GbOTE, Esq. 

Volsix. X. xi. London: 1852-53. 

Tn his eighth volume, Mr. Grote brought the narrative of 
Grecian History to its great turning point—the subjugation 
of Athens by the Spartans and their confederates; including, as 
the immediate sequel of that event, the sanguinary tyranny of 
,4he Thirty — the rapid reaction in Grecian feeling — the return 
of the exiles under Thrasybulus, subsequently known at Athens 
by the designation of ‘ those from Phyle’ or * those from Piranis* 
— the restoration of Athens, under the tolerance of Sparta, to- ^ 
internal freedom though denuded of empire, and the inaugu¬ 
ration of a new era of concord by the healing measures which 
made the archonship of Euclides memorable to succeeding gene¬ 
rations. The recital of these stirring events was immediately 
followed by those admirable chapters on the Sophists and on 
Soci’ates, which may be pronounced the most important portion 
yet written of this History; whether we consider the intrinsic 
interest of their subjects — the deep-rooted historical errors 
which they tend to dispel—or the great permanent instruction 
contained in their display of the characteristics of one of the 
most eminent men who ever lived—a man unique in history, of 
a kind at all times needful, and seldom more needed than 
now. * 

The three volumes which we have here to notice contain no 
delineations belonging to the same elevated rank with that 
which closed so impressively the volume immediately preceding. 
The exposition and estimate of Plato, which alone would have 
afforded similar opportunities, though falling within the chrono¬ 
logical period comprised in 'the eleventh volume, is not included 
in it, but reserved for one yet to come; except in so far as the 
philosopher is personally involved in the series of Sicilian trans¬ 
actions, through his connexion with Dion, whose remarkable 
and eminently tragic character and career form the centre of 
interest in the most striking chapter of these volumes. There 
is little scope in this portion of the work for bringing pro¬ 
minently forward any great ethical or philosophical ideas; and 
the illustrations it contains of Grecian character and institutions 
relate principally to points which the^author had largely illus¬ 
trated before. In no other part of the book is the continuity 
of the narrative so little brokbn by dissertation or discussion; 
but in the rapid succession of animating incidents, and the 
living display of interesting individual characters, these volumes 
are not inferior to any of the preceding. 
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They commence with the expedition of Cyrus, and the re¬ 
treat of Xenophon and the Ten Thousand: an episode fertile in 
exemplifications of Grecian and of Asiatic characteristics, and 
especially valuable as being the only detailed account of the 
personal adventures of any body of Greeks, or even of any 
individual Greek, which has been directly transmitted to us by 
an eye-witness and actor. Next follows the history of the 
short-lived Lacedeemonian ascendancy; its deplorable abuse, 
and the conspicuous Nemesis which fell on that selfiiA and 
domineering community, by the irreparable prostration of her 
power through the arms of Thebes, so many years the finn ally 
I of Sparta, and for her treacherous conduct to whom, even 
more than for any other of her misdeeds, she, in the general 
opinion of Greece, deserved her fate. The chapters which* 
describe this contest, relate also the resurrection of Athens, and 
her reattainment, in diminished measure and for a brief period, 
of something like imperial dignity. At this halting-place Mr. 
Grote suspends the main course of his narrative, and takes up 
the thread of the history of the Sicilian Greeks; the most in¬ 
teresting part of whose story is included in the present volumes. 
He illustrates, by the conduct and fortunes of the elder Diony¬ 
sius, the successive stages of the ‘ despot’s progress.’ Here, too, 
the avenging Nemesis attends; but, as usual with the misdeeds 
of rulers, the punishment is vicarious. The younger Dionysius, 
a weak andT self-indulgent but good-natured and rather well- 
meaning inheritor of despotic power, suffered the penalty of the 
usurpation and the multiplied tyrannies of his energetic and 
unscrupulous father. The decline and fall of the Dionysian 
dynasty, and the restoration of Sicilian fieedom, are related by 
Mr. Grote in his best style of ethical narrative, and with a 
biographical interest equal to the hrstorical. For, ns the chap¬ 
ters on the fall of Sparta are animated and exalted by the great 
qualities of Epaminondas—the first of Greeks in military genius, 
surpassed only by Pericles in comprehensive statesmanship, yet 
even more honourably distinguished among Grecian politicians 
by the unostentatious diaintcrestedness of his public virtue, and 
the gentleness and generosity of his sentiments towards oppo¬ 
nents; so the Sicilian chapters are lighted up, first by the 
high-minded but che<|uered, and even in his errors eminently 
interesting, character of Dion, and afterwaids by the steadier 
and more unmixed brilliancy of the real liberator of Sicily, the 
wise, just, and heroic Timoleon. 

Last comes that gloomy period of Grecian history, the ago of 
Philip of Maccdon: during which, enfeebled by the long and 
destructive wars which had successively prostrated every one of 
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her leading states, Greece fell a prey to an able and enter* 
prising neighbour, who, at the head of a nnmerous population 
of haray warriors implicitly obedient to his will, was enabled to 
turn her own military arts and discipline against herself. At 
the time when Philip commenced his career of aggrandisement, 
the only Grecian state in a condition to meet him with any¬ 
thing like equality of strength was Athens; still free and profr- 
perous, but so lowered in public spirit and moral energy, that 
she tht*ew away all her opportunities, and only rallied with a 
vigour worthy of her ancestors when it was too late to do more 
than perish honourably. These sad events, so far as their cour% 
can be traced through the extren.e imperfection of our informa- , 
tion, are related by Mr. Grote down to the fatal da^y of Chae- 
roneia. And neither is this melancholy recital destitute of the 
relief afforded by the appearance on the scene of an illustrious 
character. Even in that age Athens possessed a man, of whom 
posterity has ratified the proud boast, drawn from him in self- 
vindication, that if ^ere had been one such man in every state 
of Greece, or even in Thessaly and Arcadia only, the attempts 
of Philip to bring the Greeks to subjugation would have been 
frustrated. What one man, of boundless energy, far-reaching 
political vision, and an eloquence unmatched even at Athens, 
could do to save Greece from an inevitable doom, Demosthenes 
did. His life was an incessant struggle against the fatality of 
the time, and the weaknesses of his countrymen. And though 
he failed in his object, and perished with the last breath of the 
froedom for which he had lived, he has been rewarded by that 
immortal fame, which, as he reminded the Athenians in the 
most celebrated passage of his greatest oration, is not deserved 
only by the successful; and which he merited not more by his 
unequalled oratorical eminence, than by the fact, that not one 
mean, or selfish, or narrow, or ungenerous sentiment is appealed 
to throughout those splendid addresses, in which he strove to 
rouse and nerve his countrymen to the contest, or proudly 
mourned over its unsuccessful issue. 

The Chaeroneian catastrophe closes the epoch of Grecian 
history. Though much that is highly interesting remains, its 
interest is derived from other sources; the diffusion of Greek 
civilisation through the Eastern nations by the expedition of 
Alexander and its consequences, and a few noble but vain 
efforts, against insuperable obstacles, in Greece itself, to regain 
a freedom and national independence irrecoverably lost Of 
the period of Grecian greatness, we have now from Mr. Grote 
, the completed history. We have the budding, the blossoming, 
and the decay and death. The fruits which survived—the per- 
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manent gifts bequeathed by Greece to the world, and consti¬ 
tuting the foundation of all subsequent intellectual achievements 
—^tbese he has not yet, or has only partially characterised. But 
he has produced a finished picture of the political and collective 
life of Greece, and the distinctive characters of the form of 
social existence, during and by means of which she accomplished 
things so far transcending what has ever elsewhere been achieved 
in so marvellously short a space of time. From the legislation of 
Solon to the field of Marathon, a hundred years of preparation j 
from Marathon to Chajroneia, barely a hundred and fifty years 
of maturity:—that century and a half is aU that separates the 
earliest recorded prose writing from Demosthenes and Aristotle, 
all that lies between the first indication to the outer world of 
what Greece wjis destined to be, and her absorption by a 
foreign conqueror. A momentous interval, which decided’ for 
an indefinite period the question, whether the human race was 
to be stationary or progressive. That the former condition is 
far more congenial to ordinary human nature than the latter, 
experience unfortunately places beyond doubt; and history 
points out no other people in the ancient world who had any 
spring of unborrowed progress within themselves. We have no 
knowledge of any other source from which freedom and intel¬ 
lectual cultivation could have come, any other means by which 
the light never since extinguished might have been kindled, if 
the world*had been left, without any elements of Grecian 
origin, to be fought for between the unlettered Romans and 
the priest-led and despot-governed Asiaties. The people and 
the period on which this depended, must be important to pos¬ 
terity as long as any portion of the past continues to be remem¬ 
bered ; and by the aid of Mr. Grote we are now enabled to see 
them with a clearness and accuracy, and judge them with a 
largeness of comprehension, never before approached. 

To disparage what mankind owe to Greece, because she has 
not left for their imitation a perfect type of human character, 
nor a higlily improved pattern of social institutions, would be to 
demand from the early youth of the human race what is far 
from being yet realised in its more advanced age. It would 
better become us to consider whether we have, in these parti¬ 
culars, advanced as much beyond the best Grecian model, as 
might with reason have been expected after more than twenty 
centuries; whether, having done no more than we have done 
with all that we have inherited from the Greeks, and all that 
has been since superadded to their teachings, we ought not to 
look up with reverent admiration to a people, who, without any 
of our adventitious helps, and without the stimulus of preceding 
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example, moved forward by their native strength at so gigantic 
a pace, though in an earlier portion of the path. It is true, 
that in institutions, in manners, and even in the ideal standard 
of human character, as existing in the best minds, there is an 
improvement. All the great thinkers and heroic lives, from 
Christ downward, would have done little for humanity, if after 
two thousand years no single point could be added to the type 
of excellence conceived by Socrates or Plato. But it is not the 
moral conceptions of heroes or philosophers which measure the 
difference between one age and another, so much as the accepted 
popular standard of virtuous conduct. Taking that as the cri¬ 
terion, and comparing the best Grecian with the best modem 
community, is the superiority wholly on the side of the moderns ? 
Has there not been deterioration as well as improvement, and 
the former, perhaps, almost as marked as the latter ? There is 
more humanity, more mildness of manners, though this only 
from a comparatively recent date; the sense of moral obligation 
is more cosmopolitfm,,- and depends less for its acknowledgment 
on the existence of some special tic. But we greatly doubt if 
most of the positive virtues were not better conceived, and more 
highly prized, by the public opinion of Greece than by that of 
Great Britain; while negative and passive qualities have now 
engrossed the chief part of the honour paid to virtue; and it 
may be questioned if even private duties are, on the whole, 
better understood, while duties to the public, unless4n cases of 
special trust, have almost dropped out of the catalogue; that 
idefi, so powerful in the free States of Greece, has faded into a 
mere rhetorical ornament. 

Ill political and social organisation, the modems, or some of 
them at least, have a more unqualified superiority over the 
Greeks. They have succeeded in making free institutions 
possible in large territories; and they have learnt to live and 
be prosperous without slaves. The importance of these dis¬ 
coveries — for discoveries they were — hardly admits of being 
overrated. For want of the first, Greece lost her freedom, her 
virtue, and her very existence as a people; and slavery was the 
greatest blot in her institutions while she existed. It is sufiSi- 
cient merely to mention another great blot, the domestic and 
social condition of women (on which point, however, Sparta, in ' 
a degree surprising for the age, formed an honourable excep¬ 
tion) ; since, in this respect, the superiority of modern nations 
is not so much greater as might be supposed. Even ^n the 
subject of slavery there are many, and not inconsiderable pal¬ 
liations. Slavery in the ancient, as in the Oriental world, was 
a very different thing from American or West Indian slavery. 
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The slaves were not a separate race, marked out to the 
contempt of their masters by indelible physical differences. 
When manumitted, they mixed on equal terms with the general 
community; and though, in Greece, seldom admitted, any more 
than other aliens, to the complete political franchise of their 
patron’s city, they cbuld generally become full citizens of some 
new colony, or be placed on the roll of some old commonwealth 
recruiting its numbers after a disaster. The facility with which, 
in these small territories, slaves could escape across the frontier, 
must, at the worst, have been a considerable check to ill usage. 
The literature of the Athenians proves that they not only cul¬ 
tivated, but counted on finding, moral virtues in their slaves, 
which is not consistent with the worst form of slavery. Neither, 
in Greece, did slavery produce that one of its effects by which, 
above all, it is an obstacle to improvement — that of making 
bodily labour dishonourable. Nowhere in Greece, except at 
Sparta, was industry, however mechanical, regarded as unworthy 
of a freeman, or even of a citizen; least of all at Athens, in whose 
proudest times a majority of the Demos consisted of free artisans. 
Doubtless, however, in Greece as elsewhere, slavery was an 
odious institution; and its inherent evils are in no way lessened 
by the admission, that as a temporary fiict, in an early and rude 
state of the arts of life, it may have been, nevertheless, a great 
accelerator of progress. If we read history with intelligence, 
we are led to think concerning slavery as concerning many 
other bad institutions, that the error was not so great of first 
introducing it, as of continuing it too long. 

Though Grecian history is crowded with objects of interest, 
all others are eclipsed by Athens. Whatever in Greece most 
merits the gratitude of posterity, Athens possessed in fullest 
measure. If the Hellenic nation is in history the main source 
and most conspicuous representative of progress, Athens may 
claim the same honourable position in regard to Greece itself, 
for all the Greek elements of progress in their highest culmina¬ 
tion were united in that illustrious city. This was not the 
effect of an original superiority of natural endowments in the 
Athenian mind. In the first exuberant outpourings of Grecian 
geniua, Athens bore no more than her share, if even so much. 
The many famouft poets and musicians who preceded the era of 
Marathon, the early speculators in science and philosophy, and 
even the first historians, were scattered through all the divisions 
of the Greek name; with,a preponderance on the side of the 
lonians of Asia Minor, the Sicilian and Italian Greeks, and the 
islanders, all^of whom attained prosperity much earlier, as well 
as lost it sooner, than the inhabitants of Continental Greece. 
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Even Bceotia produced two poets of the first rank, Pindar and 
Corinna, at a time when Attica had only yet produced one.* 
By degrees, however, the whole intellect of Greece, except the 
purely practical, gravitated to Athens; until, in the maturity 
of Grecian culture, all the great writers, speakers, and thinkers 
were educated, and nearly all of them were born and passed 
their lives, in that centre of enlightenment. Of the other 
Greek states, such as were oligarchically governed contributed 
little or nothing, except in a military point of view, to make 
Greece illustrious. Even those among them which, like Sparta, 
were to a certain degree successful in providing for stability, 
did nothing for progress, furtiicr than supplying materials of 
study and experience to the great Athenian thinkers and their 
disciples. Of the other democracies, not one enjoyed the 
Eunomia, the unimpeded authority of law, and freedom from 
factious violence, which were quite as characteristic of Athens as 
either her liberty or her genius; and which, making life ajid 
property more secure than in any other part of the Grecian, 
world, afforded the mental tranquillity which is also one of the 
conditions of high intellectual or imaginative achievement. 

While Grecian history, considered philosophically, is thus 
almost concentrated in Athens, so also, considered aesthetically, 
it is an epic, of which Athens, as a collective personality, may 
be called the hero. The fate of Athens speaks to the imagina¬ 
tion and sympathies like that of the Achilles or Od;^seus of an 
heroic poem ; absorbing into itself even the interest excited by 
the long series of eminent Athenians, who seem rather like suc¬ 
cessive phases under which Athens appears to us, than individuals 
independent and apart from it. Nowhere does history present 
to us a collective body so abounding in human nature as the Athe¬ 
nian Demos. In them all the capacities, all the impulses and sus¬ 
ceptibilities, the strength and the infirmities of human character 
stand out in large and bold proportions. There is nothing that 
they do not seem capable of understanding, of feeling, and of 
executing; nothing generous or heroic to which they might not 
be roused, and scarcely any act of folly, injustice, or ferocity 
into which they could not be hurried, when no honest and able 


* By some oversight, Mr. Grote has passed over one whole gene-' 
ration of Grecian poets. He has given as full an account as the 
materials permit of the earlier poets, down to the age of Alcmus and 
Sappho, and has spoken at some length of the dramatists, but has said 
nothing (except incidentally)ofPindar, Simonides, Anacreon, Bacchy- 
lides, or the two Boeotian poetesses, Myrtis and Corinna, the last of 
whom was five times crowned at Thebes in competition with Pindar. 
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adviser was at hand to recall them to their better nature. Ever 
variable, according to the' character of the leading minister of 
the time; alike prudent and enterprising under the guidance of 
a Pericles; carelessly inelrt or rashly ambitious when their most 
influential politicians were a Kicias and an Alcibiades; yet 
never abdicating their own guidance, always judging for them¬ 
selves, and, though often wrong, seldom choosing, the worse 
^ side when there was any one present capable of advocating the 
better. Light-hearted too, full of animal spirits and joyous¬ 
ness; revelling in the fun of hearing rival orators inveigh 
against each other; bursting with laughter at the mingled floods 
of coarse buffoonery and fine wit poured forth by the licensed 
libellers of their comie stage against their orators and statesmen, 
their poets, their gods, and even themselves — ‘that angry, 
‘ waspish, intractable little old man. Demos of Pnyx’*, the 
well-known laughingstock of one of the most successful come- 
dl^ of Aristophanes. They are accused of fickleness; but Mr. 
prote has shown on how false an estimate of historical facts 
that imputation resist, *ind that they were much rather re¬ 
markable for the constancy of their attachments. They were 
not fickle, but (a very different quality, vulgarly eonfounded 
with it,) mobile; keenly susceptible individually, and of neces¬ 
sity still more collectively, to the feeling and impression of the 
moment. The Demos may be alternately likened to the com¬ 
monly received idea of a man, a woman, or a child, but never a 
clown or^boor. Right or wrong, wise pr foolish, Athenians 
are never &7raiSeirroi; theirs arc never the errors of untaught or 
unexcrcised minds. They are always the same Athenians who 
have thrilled with the grandeur and pathos of JEschylus and 
Sophocles, who were able to ransom themselves from captivity 
by reciting the verses of Euripides, who have had Pericles or 
Demosthenes for their daily instructor and adviser, and have 
heard every species of judicial case, public and private, civil and 
criminal, propounded for their decision, in the most finished 
compositions ever spoken to a public assembly. They are the 
same Athenians, too, who live and move among the visible 
memorials of ancestors, the greatest of whose glories was that 
they had dared and suffered all things rather than desert the 
liberty of Greece. Their just pride in such progenitors, and 

* Mr. Grote’s paraphrase of 

"AypoiKoe KvayoTpu^, ak'pd^^oXog, 

* A^/xo£ Tlyvicirjjg, 6vaKo\ov yepoyriov. (Arisf. Eq. 41.) 

t Sec this point admirably handled in the remarks in the last chapter 
but one of the fourth volume, on the condemnation of Miltiades. 
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their sense of what was- due to the dignity and fame of their 
city, were ever ready to be evoked for any noble cause. Even 
at the last, when their cnefgies, too late aroused, had been 
insyfficient to save them, and they lay crushed at the feet of a 
conqueror, they earned the admiration of posterity by bestow¬ 
ing, instead of disj)leasure, additional distinctions on the author 
and adviser of the struggle which had preserved their honour, 
though not their safety or their freedom. 

In every respect Athens deserved the high commendation 
given her by Pericles in his funeral oration, of being the edu¬ 
cator of Greece.* And we cannot better set forth the chamc- 
teristics of this great commonwealth at its greatest period, than 
by following Mr. Grotc in quoti ig some passages from that 
celebrated discourse, f 

‘ We live under a constitution such as noway to envy tlic laws of 
our neighbours—ourselves an example to others rather t’r. in imita¬ 
tors. It is called a democracy, since its aim tends towards the Many, 
and not towards the Few ; in regard to private matters and disputes 
the law's deal equally with every one; while in respect to public dig¬ 
nity and importance, the position of each is determined, not by class 
influence, but by worth, according as bis reputation stands in his 
particular department; nor does poverty or obscure station keep him 
back, if he has any capacity of benefiting the state. And our social 
march is free, not merely in regard to public affairs, but also in 
regard to tolerance of each other’s diversity of tastes and pursuits. 
For w'c are not angry with our neighbour for what he does to please 
himself, nor do we put on those sour looks, which are oflensive, ^ 
though they do no positive damage. Thus conducting private 
social intercourse with reciprocal indulgence, we are restrained from 
misconduct in public matters by fear and reverence of our magistrates 
for the time being, and of our laws, especially such laws as are in¬ 
stituted for the protection of the wronged, and such as, though 
unwritten, are enforced by a common sense of shame. Besides this, 
we have provided for our minds numerous recreations from toil, 
partly by our customary solemnities of sacrifice and festival through¬ 
out the year, partly by the elegance of our private arrangements, 
tlie daily charm of which banishes pain and annoyance. ,, From the 
magnitude of our city, the products of the wliole earth are brought to 
us, so that our enjoyment of foreign luxuries is as much our own and 
assured, as of those which we produce at home. In respect to training 
for war, we differ from our opponents (the Lacedaemonians) on several 
material points. First, w'e lay open our city as a common resort; 
Ave apply no xenclasy to exclude any one from any lesson or spectacle, 

* Ti)i' vaaav toKiv riic ’EWdSoc iraioevoiy elrai, {^Thuc. ii. 41.) 

I Vol. vi. pp. 193—196. We have ventured to change a few ex¬ 
pressions in Mr. Grote’s translation, in order, though at the^xpense* 
of smoothness, to bring it closer to the literal meaning of the originaL 

VOL. XCVIII. NO. CC. r P 
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for fear lest an enemy should see and profit by it; for we trust less to 
manoeuvres and artifices than to native boldness of spirit for warlike 
efficiency. Next, in regard tO' education, while the Lacedaemonians 
even from their earliest youth subject themselves to an irksome exer- 
' cise for the attainment of courage, we, wdth our easy habits of life, are 
not less prepared than they to encounter all perils within the measure 
of our strength. 

* We combine taste for the beautiful with frugality'of life, and cul- 
|ivate intellectual speculation without being enervated: we employ 
wealth for the service of our occasions, not for the ostentation of talk; 
nor is it disgraceful to any one who is poor to confess himself so, 
though he may be blamed for not actively bestirring himself to get 
rid of his poverty. Our politicians are not exempted from attending 
to their private affairs, and our private citizens have a competent 
knowledge of public matters; for we stand alone in regarding the man 
who keeps aloof from politics, not as a blameless person, but as a use¬ 
less one. Far from accounting discussion an impediment to action, 
we think it an evil not to have been instructed by deliberation before 
the time for execution arrives. For, in truth, we combine in a 
remarkable manner boldness in action with full debate beforehand 
on that which wo are going about: whereas with others ignorance 
alone imparts daring, debate induces hesitation. Assuredly those 
ought to be regarded as the stoutest of heart, who, knowing most 
accurately both the terrors of war and the sweets of peace, are still 
not the less willing to encounter peril.’ 

This picture, drawn by Pericles and transmitted by Thucy¬ 
dides, of ease of living and freedom from social intolerance, com- 
, bined vyjfh the pleasures of cultivated taste, and a lively interest 
and enj^ctic participation in public affairs, is one of the most 
interesting passages in Greek history: placed, as it is, in the 
speech in which the first of Athenian statesmen professed to 
show ^by what practices and by what institutions and manners 
‘ the city hr.d become great.’ This remarkable testimony, as 
Mr. Grote has not failed to point out, wholly conflicts, so far as 
Athens is concerned, with wdiat we are so often told about the 
entire sacrifice, iu the ancient republics, of the liberty of the 
individual to an imaginary good of the state. In the greatest 
Greek commonwealth, as described by its most distinguished 
citizen, the public interest was held of paramount obligation 
in all things which concerned it; but, with that ])art of the con¬ 
duct of individuals which concerned only themselves, public 
opinion did not interfere: while in the ethical practice of the 
moderns, this is exactly reversed, and no one is required by 
opinion to pay any regard to the public, except by conducting 
^his own private concerns in conformity to its expectations. On 
this vital question of social morals, Mr. Grote’a remarks, though 
belonging to an earlier volume than those which we are review- 
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ing, are too valuable, as well as too mucli to the purpose, to 
require any apology for quoting them. (Yol. vi. pp. 200-2.) 

‘ The stress which he (Pericles) lays upon the liberty of thought 
and action at Athens, not merely from excessive restraint of law, but 
also from practical intolerance between man and man, and tyranny of 
the majority over individual dissenters in taste and pursuits, deserves 
serious notice, and brings out one of those points in the national 
character upon which the intellectual development of the time mainly 
depended. The national temper was indulge# in a high degree to 
all the varieties of positive impulses: the peculiar promptings 'in 
every individual bosom were alloAvcd to manifest themselves and bear 
fruit, without being suppressed by external opinion, or trained into 
forced conformity with some assumed standard: antipathies against 
any of them formed no part of the habitual morality of the citizen. 
While much of the generating causes of human hatred was thus ren¬ 
dered inoperative, and w'hile society was rendered more comfortable, 
more instructive, and more stimulating, all its germs of productive 
fruitful genius, so rare everywhere, found in such an atmosphere 
the maximum of encouragement. Within the limits of the law, 
assuredly as faithfully observed at Athens ns any where in Greece, 
individual impulse, taste, and even eccentricity, were accepted with 
indulgence, instead of being a^mark as elsewhere for the intolerance 
of neighbours or of the public, 'i'his remarkable feature in Athenian 
life will help us in a future chapter to explain the striking career of 
Sokrates ; and it farther presents to us, under another face, a great 
part of that which the censors of Atliens denounced under the name 
of “ democratical license.” The liberty and diversity of*individual , 
life in that city were otfensivc to Xenoplion, Plato, .and Aristotle— 
attached either to the monotonous drill of Sparta, or to some other 
ideal sbandarcl, wdiich, though much better than the Spartan in itself, 
they were disj)Osed to impress upon society with a heavy-handed 
uniformity. I’hat liberty of individual action, not merely from the 
over-restraints of law, but from the tyranny of jealous O[)inion, such 
as Perikles depicts in Athens, belongs more naturally to a democracy, 
wdiere there is no select One or Few to receive worship and set the 
fashion, than lif any other form of government. Put it is very rare 
even in democracies: nor can we di'^semblo the fact, tliat ^one of the 
governments of modern times, democratical, oristocratical, or mo¬ 
narchical, presents any thing dike the picture of generous tolerance 
towards social dissents, and sitoiitaneity of individual taste, which we 
read in the speech of the Athenian statesman. In all of them, the 
intolerance of tlie national opinion cuts down individual character to 
one out of a few set types, to w'hicli every person, or every family, is 
constrained to adjust itself, .and beyond which all exceptions meet 
either with hatred or with derision. To impose U{)on men such 
restraints, either of law or of opinion, as are requisite for the security 
and comfort of society, but to encourage rather than repress the free^ 
play of individual impulse subject to those limits, is an ideal which, 
if it was ever approached at Athens, has certainly never been 



436 ‘ Grote’s History of GreecOf Voh, IX. X. XL Oct 

attained, and has indeed comparatively been little studied or cared 
for in any modern society.’ 

The ambitious external policy of Athens is one of the points 
in Greek history which have been most perversely misjudged 
and misunderstood. Modern historians seem to have succeeded 
to the jealous animosity of the Corinthians and other members 
of the Spartan alliance at the opening of the Peloponnesian war, 
though by no means at one with them, in the reasons they 
are able to assign %r it. The Athenians certainly were not 
exempt from the passion universal in the ancient world for con¬ 
quest and dominion. It was a blemish, when judged by the 
universal standard of right; but as a fact, it was most beneficial 
to the world, and could not have been other th.an it was without 
crippling them in their vocation as the organ of progress. There 
was scarcely a possibility of permanent improvement for man¬ 
kind until intellect had first asserted its superiority, even in a 
military seifse, over brute force. With the barbarous part of 
the species pressing in all round, to crush every early germ of 
improvement, all would have been lost if there had not also been 
an instinct in the better and more gifted portions of mankind to 
push for dominion over the duller and coarser. Besides, in a 
small but flourishing free community like Athens, ambition was 
the simple dictate of prudence. No such community could have 
had any safety for its own freedom but by acquiring power. 
Instead gif 'reprobating the Athenian maritime empire, the whole 
of nianlroid, beginning with the sulyect states themselves, had 
cause to lament that it was not much longer continued; for, that 
the fate of Greek civilisation was bound up with it, is proved 
by the whole course of this history. When the jetilousies of the 
other Greek states stripped Athens of her empire, and nomi¬ 
nally restored the subject allies to an independence which they 
were wholly incapable of maintaining, Greece lost her sole 
chance of making successful head against Macedonia or Rome. 
And con^dering what the short period of Athenian greatness 
has done for the world, it is painful to think in how much more 
advanced a stage human improvement might now have been, if 
the Athens of Pericles could have lived on in undiminished 
spirit and energy for but one century more. 

The Athenian empire was the purest in its origin of all the 
empires of antiquity. It was at first a free a^d equal confede¬ 
racy for defence against the Persians, organised by Aristides 
with a justice worthy of his name. It never would have become 
anything else, but that the majority of the allies, consisting of 
the comparatively unwarlike and unenergetic Ionian Greeks, 



437 


1853. Grote’s History of Greece^ Vols. IX, X, XL 

chose to make their contribution in money instead of personal 
service, preferring to pay Athens for protecting th^m, rather 
than protect themselves. Even the removal of the treasury of 
the confederacy from Delos to Athens was no act^of the Athe¬ 
nians, but of the synod of the confederacy, on the proposition of 
Samos. When, at a later date, some of the states attempted to 
secede from the alliance, and enjoy the peace and security which 
it afforded without sharing in the cost, the general sentiment of 
the confederates at first went along with Athens in bringing 
back the recusants by force of arras. But, with these small town 
communities, to be defeated was to be conquered, and the con¬ 
quered, by the universal custom antiquity, received the law 
from the conqueror. That law, in the case of Athens, was only 
occasionally either harsh or onerous ; yet thus, by degrees, the 
once equal allies sunk into tributaries. Tlie few who had 
neither revolted, nor commuted i)ersoual service for pecuniary 
jjayment, retained their naval and military force ajad tHeir im¬ 
munity from tribute, and had nothing to complain of, but that, 
like the dependencies of England or of any modern nation, they 
were compelled to join in the wars of the dominant state, with¬ 
out kiving any voice in deciding them. They do not seem to 
have alleged any other practical grievances against the Athenian 
community: their cwiiplaints, recorded by Thucydides, turn 
almost solely upon offence to the Grecian sentiment of city 
independence and dignity. Under the protection of lite power¬ 
ful Athenian navy, the allied states enjoyed a security never 
before known in Greece, and which no one of them could pos¬ 
sibly have acquired by its own efforts. JMany of them grew 
rich and prosperous. With their internal government Athens, 
as a general rule, did not interfere; in Mr. G rote’s opinion, not 
even to make it democratical, when it did not happen to be so 
already. Like all the weak states of antiquity, whether called 
indej)endcnt or not, they were liable to extortion and oppression; 
not, however, from the Athenian people, but from rich and 
powerful Athenians in command of expeditions, against whom the 
Demos, when judicially appealed to, was ready to give redress. 
The most express testimony is borne to this general fact by the 
able oligarchical conspirator Phrynichus, as reported by the 
oligarchically inclined Thucydides, in Ma account of that re¬ 
markable incidentan Athenian history, the revolution of the Four 
Himdred. The historian represents Plirynichus as reminding his 
fellow-conspirators that they could expect neither assistance nor 
good-will from the allies, since these well knew that it was from 
the oligsu’chical Athenians they were liable to injury, and looked 
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iipon the Demos as their protector.* The reality of the pro- 
teetlon is exemplified by the case of Paches, the victorious 
who had just before captured Mitylene. The resent- 
tueiit of the Athenians against that revolted city was such, that 
they were (as is well known) persuaded by Cleon to pass a 
decree for putting the whole military population to death, 
though they recalled tlie mandate before it had been executed. 
Yet, Paches having abused his ■^'ictory by violating two women 
of Mitylene, having* first put their husbands to death, was pro¬ 
secuted by them before the Athenian dicastery, and the facts 
being proved, was so overwhelmed by the general burst of 
indignation that he slew himself in open court. This incident 
(which until its real circumstances had been hunted out by 
Niebuhr, was one of the stock examples of Athenian and popular 
ingratitude) is a striking illustration of the difference between 
the Athenian empire and the Lacedaemonian; for when Spar¬ 
tan citkens, in repeated instances, committed similar enormities, 
not against conquered enemies but friendly allies, no redress 
could be obtained. It required the field of Lcuctra to avenge 
the daughters of Skedasus, or appease the manes of the victims 
of tlie harmust Aristodemus. ^ 

However \inpopular the dominion of Athens may have been 
ai^ong her subjects, though it appears to have been so Avith the 
leading men rather than with the majority, they had reason 
enough tourcpct it after it was at an end; for not only was the 
little fingeir of Lacedaemon heavier thanihe whole body of Athens, 
but many of them only exchanged Greek dominion for that of the 
barbarians. Sparta was never able for more than a few years 
to protect the Asiatic Greeks even against I’ersia; and at the 
height of her power, as soon as the obligation of defending them 
became inconvenient, she, by the peace of Antalcidas, actually 
ceded the whole of that great division of Greece to the Persian 
king, to whom it remained subject until the invasion of Alexander. 
Several of the most prosperous of the islanders fared no better: 
Cos, Chios, and Rhodes, when by the Social War they succeeded 
in detaching themselves from the second Athenian empire, fell 
almost immediately into dependence on the Carian despot 
Mausolus, against whom the Rhodians had soon to appeal again 


* Towc re koXovc KayuOoiiQ ovoyLu^ofiivovc iKaaobt avrovc 

iT<piei Trpayjuara irapi^tip rod ot'ifiov, ^optorur orratj Kot 
tffrjyT/mc Tuiv KaKwv no it, tav rti irXtito uvrovg u)<j>E\t7a0ai ’ Kal to 

fJty Itt’ tKEtPoic tivai, Kai aKpirot av kuI ftiaiorepov avodpi'iffiCEiVf rov re 
Ofjpur tr^dv re Karnfvyijv tlvai Koi luEivuv trio^ipovianiv. Kat ravra 
irup nvrwr ndv Epyiop iiriarufiirac t«c iroXeic iTa(j>ut£ avroc clBe'mc, on 
ooro) vopi^ovoi}'. {Time. viii. 48 .) 


439; 


J853. Grote’fl History of Greecef Vols. IX, fK. XL 

to their enemy^ Athens, for assistance. So tnere a name was 
that universal autonomy, which was used so successfully to stir 
up the feelings of the Hellenic world against its noblest merahCT; 
so entirely did the independence of Greece turn oto the main¬ 
tenance of some cohesion among her multifarious-particles, while 
the political instincts of her people obstinately 'rejected the 
merging of the single city-republic in any larger unity. 

The intellectual and moral preeminence w^hich made Athens, 
the centre of good to Greece, and of the good to after genera¬ 
tions of which Greece has been the medium, was wholly the 
fruit of AtheniaTi institutions. It was the consequence, first 
of democracy, and secondly, of the wise and wcll-cons^ered 
organisation by which the Athenian democracy was distinguished 
among the democratic constitutions of antiquity. The term 
democracy may perhaps be deemed inapplicable to any of the 
Grecian governments, on account of the, existence of slavery; 
and it is inapplicable to them, in the purest and most honourable 
sense of the term. But in another sense, not altogether in¬ 
appropriate, those governments, the first to which the word 
democracy was applied, must be considered entitled to the name, 
in the same manner as it is given to tlic northern States of 
America, although women are there excluded from the rights 
of citizenship; an exclusion which, equally with that of slaves, 
militates against the democratic principle. The Athenian con¬ 
stitution was so far a democracy, that it was government by a 
multitude, composed in ras^ority of poor persons—small landed 
proprietors and artisans. It had the additional democratic cha¬ 
racteristic, far more practically important than even the political 
franchise; it was a government of boundless publicity and 
freedom of speech. It had the liberty of the bema, of the 
dicastery, the portico, the palaestra, aqd the stage; altogether a 
full equivalent for the liberty of the j^rcss. Further, it was the 
o?ily government of antiquity which possessed this inestimable 
advantage in the same degree, or retained it as long. Enemies 
and friends alike testify that the Trapfyqaria of Athens was 
paralleled in no other jdacc in the known world. Every office 
and honour was open to every citizen, not, as in the aristocratic 
Homan republic (ojs even the British monarchy), almost nomi¬ 
nally, but really; while the daily working of Athenian insti¬ 
tutions (by means of which every citizen was accustomed to 
hear every sort of question, public and private, discuteed by the 
ablest men of the. time, with the earneSf^css of purpose and 
fulness of preparation belonging to actual business, delibwative 
or judicial) formed ft' course of political education, the equivalent 
of which modern nations have not known how to give even to 
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those whom they educate for statesmen. To their multitudinous 
judicial tribunals the Athenians were also indebted for that 
habitual love of fair play, and of hearing botl| sides of a case, 

„ tvhich was more or less a quality of the Greelcs generally, but 
^liad so £rm a hold on the Athenians that it did not desert them 
under the most passionate excitement. The potency4of Grecian 
democracy in making every individua]^^ in the multitude identify 
,his feelings and interests with those of the state, and regard 
its freedom and greatness as the first and principal of his own 
personal concerns, cannot be better described than in the words 
of Mr. Grote. After quoting a remarkable passage from Hero¬ 
dotus descriptive of the unexf)cc^d outburst of patriotic energy 
at Athens after the expulsion of the Pisistratidae and the 
establishment of the Cleisthcnean constitution *, Mr. Grote 
proceeds as follows (vol. iv. pp. 237-9.); — 

‘ Democracy in Grecifp antiquity possessed the privilege, not only 
of kindling|bn earnest afid unanimous attachment to the constitution 
in the bosoms of the citizens, but also of creating an energy of public 
and private action such as could never be obtained under an oligarchy, 
where the utmost that could be hoped for was a passive acquiescence 
and obedience. Mr. Burke has remarked that the mass of the, people 
are generally very indifferent about theories of government; but such 
indifference (although improvements in the practical working of all 
governments tend to foster it) is hardly to be expected among any 
people who exhibit decided mental activity and spirit on other 
matters; ‘hnd the reverse was unquestionably true, in the year 500 
B. C., among the cdhimunities of ancient Greece. Tlieorics of govern¬ 
ment were there any thing but a dead letter; they were connected 
with emotions of the strongest as well as of the most opposite character. 
The theory of a permanent ruling One, for exainjde, was universally 
odious; that of a ruling Few, though acquiesced in, was never posi¬ 
tively attractive, unless either where it was associated with the main¬ 
tenance of peculiar education and habits, as at Sparta, or where it 
presented itself as the only antithesis to democracy, the latter having 
by peculiar circumstances become an object of terror. But the theory 
of democracy was preeminently seductive; creating in the mass of 
the citizens an intense positive attachment, and disposing them to 
voluntary action and suffering on its behalf, such^s no coercion on 
the part of other governments could entail. lIero<|otus, in his com¬ 
parison of the three sorts of government, puts.- in the front rank of 
the advantages of democracy ‘^its most splendid name and promise”— 


, ’* ’AOrji'afoi fiiv vvv i}v^Tiyro’ Ct]\oi ce ov tear' ev^jiovov uWd Trav- 
Tdy^i}, V iirriyopiri ug irirovStuov, ti i:ai 'AQ^vdioi Typawevo/iivoL 

p.ev, wlafx^v^fbiv (r^eaf TreptoineuvTwy ‘iaav rd iro\l/na aptivovg, ottoX- 
Xu^^deyreg Si rvpdyytay, /juticpM irpoifioi iyiyoyToH^ SijXol uy raiJro, on 
Kartyppivoi fiiy, iBcXoKaKeoy, utg Setnferp ipya^ofiiyoi, iXevdtpoiffei'Twv 
Sif ttirug eicaoTog twi/rw Trpodvpiiero Kttrepyd^EaOai, (^Herod. v. 78.) 
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its power of enlisting the hearts of the citizens in support of their 
constitution, and of providing for aU a common bond of union and 
fraternity. This is what even democracy^did not always do; but it 
was what no other government in Greece could do: a reason alone 
sufficient to stamp it as the best government, and presenting the 
greatest chance of beneficent results.... Among the Athenian citizens, 
certairiiy,"it produced a strength and unanimity of positive political 
sentiment, such as has rarely been seen in the history of mankind, 
which excites our surprise and admiration tlie more when we compare 
it with the apathy which had preceded, and which is even implied as 
the natural state of the public mind in Solon's famous proclamation 
against neutrality in a sedition. Because democracy happens to bo 
unpalatable to most modern reader's, they have been accustomed to 
look upon the sentiment here described only in its least honouraldd 
manifestations—in the caricatures of Aristophanes, or in the empty 
commonplaces, of rhetorical declaiiners. But it is not in this way that 
the force, the earnestness, or the binding value of democralical senti¬ 
ment at Athens is to be measured. We piust listen to it as it comes 
from the lips of Perikles, while he is strenuously enforcing upon the 
people those active duties for which it both implanted the stimulus 
and supplied the courage; or from the oligarchical Nikias in the 
harbour of Syracuse, when ho is endeavouring to revive the courage 
of bis despairing troops for one last death-struggle, and when he 
appeals to their democratical patriotism as to the only flame yet alive 
and ‘burning even in that moment of agony. From the time of 
Kleisthenes downward, the creation of this new mighty impulse makes 
an entire revolution in the Athenian character ; and if the change 
still stood out in so prominent a manner before tlie eyes df Herodotus, 
much more must it have been felt by the contemporaries among whom 
it occurred.’ 

The influences here spoken of were those of democracy gene¬ 
rally. For the peculiar and excellent organisation of her own 
democracy, Athens was indebted to a succession of eminent 
men. The earliest was lier great legislator, Solon; himself 
the first capital prize which Atlicns drew in the dispensations 
of the Destinies; a man whose personal virtue ennobled the 
city by which he was chosen to legislate, 'and the merit of 
whose institutions was a principal source of the deep-rooted 
respect for the laws, w^hich distinguished Athens beyond any 
otlier of tlf§ ancient democracies. The salutary forms of 
business established by Solon, and calculated to secure as much 
caution and deliberation as was compatible with ultimate de¬ 
cision by a sovereign Ecclcsia, lived through successive 
changes by Nthich the constitution was rendc^d more and,more 
democratic. AM though it is commonly supposed that popular 
passion in a dem^racy is pejbuliarly liable to trample on forms 
when they stanef between it imd its 9bject—which is indeed, 
without question, one of the dangers of a democracy—there is 
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no pdnt in the character of the Athenians more remarkable 
than their respect and attachment to the forms of their con¬ 
stitution. In the height of their anger against Pericles for not 
leading them out to defend their lands and, hj:>us^ from the 
ravages of the Pelo|)onnesians — because he, standlk^ on his 
privilege as a magistrate, abstained from calling an assembly, 
no assembly met. There is indeed but one marked instance 
known to us, in Athenian history, of that violation of forms 
which was the daily practice of most of the oligarchical govern¬ 
ments. That one was a case of great and just provocation, 
the ‘ cause eelebre ’ of the six generals who neglected to save 
their drowning countrymen after the sea fight of Arginusas: 
and there was, as Mr, Grote has shown, no injustice in the fact 
of their condemnation by the people, though there was a blame- 
abli% violation of the salutary rules of criminal procedure esta- 
blifehed for the protection of the innocent. It was in this case 
that the philosopher Socrates, accidentally that month a senator 
of the presiding tribe, as firm against the ‘ civium ardor prava 
‘ jubentium ’ as afterwards against the ‘ vultus instands tyranni,* 
singly refused to join in putting the question to the Assembly 
contrary to the laws; adding one to the proofs that the man of 
greatest intellect at that time in Athens was also its most 
virtuous citizen. 

After Solon (omitting the intervening usurpation of Pisis- 
tratus), tliCi first great constitutional change was the reformation 
of Cleisthenes, an f eminent man, to whose character and his¬ 
torical importance no one before Mr. Grote had done justice. 
The next was tliat in which the immediate mover was Aristides, 
at the re-establishment of the city after the Persian war, when 
the poorest class of citizens was first admitted to share in 
public employments. The final measures which completed the 
democratic constitution were tliose of Pericles and Pphialtes; 
more particularly the latter, a statesman of whom, from the unfor¬ 
tunate absence of any coteinporary history of the period between 
the Persian and Peloponn(isian wars except the brief intro¬ 
ductory sketch of Thucydides, we have to lament that too little 
is known, bqt of whom the recorded anecdotes indicate a man 
worthy to have been the friend of Pericles.* i^hialtes perished 
by assassination, a victim to the rancorous hatred of the 
oligarchical party. Assassination afterwards disappears from 
Athenian public life, until reintroduced on a regular system by 
tlie same party, td effect the revolution of the Four Hundred. 
The Athenian Many, of whose ,|dcmocratic irritability and 

* Soe particularly*-ffilian, V. H. xi. 9. and xiii. 39. 
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suspicion wc hear so much, are rather to be accused of too 
easy and good-natured a confidence, when we reflect that they 
had Hvinain the midst of them the very men who, on the first 
show of m opportunity, were ready to compass the subversion 
of the democracy by the dark deeds of Peisander and Antiphon, 
and when they had cjffected their object, perpetrated all the 
villanies of Critias and his associates. These were ntf obscure 
private individuals, but men of rank and fortune, not only 
prominent as politicians and public spcaker^, but continually 
trusted with all the great offices ^>1 state. Truly Athens was in 
more danger from these men than from the demagogues; they^ 
were indeed themselves the worst < f the demagogues — described 
by Phryniclius, their confederate, as, for their own purposete, 
tlie leaderb and instigators of tlie Demos to its most blameable 
actions, iropLoras koX ia-'qyrjTus tSav kok&v tw (av f& 

irKeiof avTom axpeXstcrOai. 

‘ These are a lew of the topics on which a flood of light is let 
in by Mr. Grote’s History, and from wliich those who have not 
read it may form some notion of the interest which pervades 
it, especially the part relating to the important century between 
500 and 400 B. c. We have chosen our instances according to 
our own estimate of their importance, rather than according to 
their fitness to display the merits of tlie book. The searching 
character of Mr. Grote’s historical criticism is not suspiciously 
confined to matters in which his own 2 >olitical v^iinions may be 
supposed to be interested. Though the statement has the air of 
an exaggeration, yet after much study of IMr. (Irotc’s book we 
do not hesitate to assert, tliat there is liardly a fact of importance 
in Grecian history which was perfectly understood before his re¬ 
examination of it. This will not seem incredible to those who 
arc aware how new an art that of writing history is; how very 
recently' it is that we possess histories, ol events not c^ilemporary 
with the writer, which, apart from literary merit, have any value 
otherwise than as materials; how utterly uncritical, until lately, 
were all historians, even as to the most im 2 )ortant facts in history, 
and how much, c^cn after criticism had commenced, the later 
writers merely^ continued to rejieat after the CiU’lier. In our own 
generation, Niebuhr has effected a radical revolution in the 
opinions of all educated persons respecting Homan history, 
Grecian events, subseiiuent to the Homeric period, are more au¬ 
thentically recorded; but there, too, a very moderate acijuaint- 
ance with the evidence w as sufficient to show how bupcrficially 
it had hitherto been examined. That the Soi>hIsts, for example, 
were not the knaves and profligates they are so often repre¬ 
sented, could be gathered even from the slatemeuta of the 
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hostile witnesses on whose authority they were condemned. 
The Protagoras alone, of their great enemy Plato, is a. sufficient 
document. Agiin, the Athenian democracy had bew so out¬ 
rageously, and without measure, misrepresented, thw whoever 
had read, as so few have done, Thucydides and the orators with 
decent intelligence and candour, could easily perceive that the 
vulgar representation was very wide of the truth; just as any 
one who had read Livy could see, and many did see, that the 
Agrarian law was not the unjust spoliation that was pretended: 
but as it required Niebuhr to detect with accuracy what the 
Agrarian law actually was, so no less profound a knowledge of 
Gree^ literature than that of Mr. Grote, combined with equal 
powers of reasoning land reflection, would have sufficed to make 
the effective working of the Athenian constitution as well known 
to us as it may now be pronounced to be. The mountain of 
error which had accumulated and hardened over Greek history, 
the removal of which had been meritoriously conimenced by Dr. 
Thirlwall, has not only been shaken off", but the outlines of the 
real object are now made visible. And so cautious and sober is 
Mr. Grote in the estimate of evidence, so constantly on his 
guard against letting his conclusions outrun his proofs, as to make 
it a matter of wonder that among so much that is irreparably 
lost, his researches have enabled him to arrive at so considerable 
an amount of positive and certifiable result. 

This c(ftiscienifious scrupulousness in maintaining the demar¬ 
cation between conjecture and proof, is more indispensable than 
any other excellence in a histprlan, and al^vc all in one who 
sets aside the common notion of many of the facts which he 
relates, and replaces it by a version of his own. Without this 
quality, such aninnovator on existing beliefs inspires no reliance, 
and can only, at most, unsettle historical opinion, without help¬ 
ing to restore it. Anybody can scrawl over the canvas with 
the commonplaces of rhetoric or tli^ catchwords of party poli¬ 
tics ; and mai^, especially in Germany, ^ap paint in a picture 
from the more or less ingenious sug^stions of a learned ima¬ 
gination. But Mr. Grote commands the confidence of the 
reader by hiS sobriety in liypothesis, by never attempting to 
pass off an inference as a fact, and, when he differs from the 
common opinion, explaining his reasons with the x^recision and 
minuteness of one who neither desires nor exx)ects that anything 
will be taken upon trust. lie has felt that a history of Greece, 
to be of any value, must be also i running commentary on the 
evidence, and he has endeavoured to put the reader in a position 
to judge for himself on every disputable point. But the dis¬ 
cussions, though to a historical taste as interesting as the narra- 
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tive, arc not carried on at its expense. Wherever the facts, au¬ 
thentically known, allow a consecutive stream of narrative to be 
kept up, the story is told in a more interesting manner than it 
has anywhere been told before, except in the finest passages of 
Thucydides. 

We are indeed disposed to assign to this history almost as high 
a rank in narrative as in thought. It is open, no doubt, to 
minute criticism; and many writers are superior to Mr. Grote 
in rapidity, grace, and picturesquencss of style. But even iit 
these respects there is no such deficiency as amounts to a fault, 
while in two qualities, far more important to the interest, hot 4b 
say the value of his recitals, he has few equals and probably no 
superior. The first is, that at each point in the series of events, 
he makes it his primary object to fill hi^ own mind and his 
reader’s with as correct and complete a conception as can be 
formed of the situation; so that we enter at once into the im¬ 
pressions and feelings of the actors, both collective and indivi¬ 
dual, and understand without effort how things came to pass as 
they did. Niebuhr had already, in his Lectures '-on Ancient 
History (recently published), carried his characteristic liveliness 
of conception into the representation of the leading characters bf 
Greek history, depicting them, often wc fear with insuflScient 
warrant from evidence, like persons with whom he ;had long 
lived and been familiar; but, for clearness and correctness in 
conceiving the surrounding circumstances, and the posture of 
affairs at each particular moment, we do not think nini at all 
comparable to Mr. Grote. Thisjgcnninc realisation of the suc¬ 
cessive situations, lenders the iwrative itself a picture of the 
Greek mind. Carrying on throughout the succession of feelings 
concurrently with that of events', the writer becomes,‘iis it were, 
himself a Greek, and takes the reader along with him. And 
hence, if every discussion or dissertation in the book were 
omitted, it would still be wonderfully in advance of any former 
history in making the Greeks intelligible. For example; no 
modem writer has made the reader enter into the religious feel¬ 
ings of the Greeks as Mil? Grote does. Other historians let it 
be supposed that, except in some special emergencies, beliefs and 
feelings relating to the unknown ’9^orld counted for very little 
among the determining causes of events; and it is a kind of 
accredited opinion, that the religion of the ancients sat almost 
as lightly on them as if it had been to them what it is in modem 
literature, a mere poetical ornament. But the case was quitb 
otherwise; religion was one of the most active elements in Grecian 
life, with an effect, in the early rude’ times, probably on the 
whole beneficial, but growing more and more injurious as civili- 
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sation advanced. Mr. Grote is the first historian who has given 
an adequate impression of the omnipresence of this element in 
Grecian life; the incessant reference to supernatural, hopes and 
fears which pervaded public and private transactions, as well as 
the terrible power with which those feelings were capable of 
acting, and not unfrequcntly did act, on the Hellenic suscepti¬ 
bilities. While our admiration is thus increased for the few 
superior minds'who, like Pericles and Epaminondas, rose above 
at least the vulgarer parts of the religion of their country, or, 
like Plato, probably rejected it altogether, we are enabled to 
tee the explanation of much that would otherwise be enigmatical, 
and to judge the Greeks with the same .amount of allowance for 
errors produced by their religion, which in parallel cases is 
always conceded to the moderns. 

The other eminent quality which distinguishes Mr. Grote’s 
narrative is its pervading ^0os; the moral interest, which is so 
much deeper, and more impressive than picturesque interest, 
and exists in portions of the history which afford no materials 
for the latter. The events do not always .admit of being vividly 
depicted-to the mental eye ; and when tliey do, the author does 
not always make use of the opportunity; but one thing he 
never fails in—the moral aspect of the events and of' the persons 
is never out of sight, and gives the predominating character to 
the recital. Wc use the word moral not solely in the restricted 
sense of sight and wrong, but as inclusive of the whole of the 
sentiments connected with the occasion. Along with the clear 
light of the scrutinising intellect, there is the earnest feeling of 
a symimthising contemporary. ’ This rich source of impressive¬ 
ness in n§irration is often ^vanting in writers of the liveliest 
fancy, and the almost brilliant faculty of delineating the mere 
outside of historical facts: but where it is present, it may 
enable us to content ourselves with far llss of those more super¬ 
ficial merits than are found in Mr. Grote s book; it might even 
reconcile us, if need were, to their entire absence. 

With regard to style, in the ordi^iary iensc, what is most 
noticeable in Mr. Grote is, that his style always rises with his 
subject. The more valuabj|P the thought, or interesting the 
incident, the apter and more forcible is the expression; as is 
generally the case with writers who are thinking of their subject 
rather than of their literary reputation. We can conscientiously 
say of him wh.at, rightly understood, is the highest praise which, 
oh the score of mere composition, a writer in the more intel¬ 
lectual departments of literature can desire or deserve; that 
everything which he has to express, he is always able to express 
adequately and worthily. 
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We have observed an announcement that the ‘History’ is to 
be completed in one more volume; butdt seems to us impossible 
that the remaining matter can be compressed into such a space 
without undue abridgment, even if the author adheres rigidly to 
the limit which he originally, and, we think, unnecessarily pre¬ 
scribed to himself—the end of the generation of Alexander. 
The conquests of the great Macedonian—the Ibng struggles 
which led to the formation of Greek kingdoms from the frag¬ 
ments of the Persian empire—the Lamian war, and the admi¬ 
nistration of Athens under Phocion and under Demetrius Pha- 
• lereus—are yet to come. But, above all, an historical ild 
philosophical estimate of Plato and Aristotle is promised for the 
next volume; and to be as thorough and satisfactory as that 
already given of Socrates, it will probably require to be much 
longer. If to this be added any account of the civil, as distin¬ 
guished from the political life of Athens, her internal legislation, 
and the practical condition of her people, or any general esti¬ 
mate of the Greeks and of Grecian civilisation, we anticipate a 
sufficient overflow to extend far into a thirteenth volume; and 
wc hope that Mr. Grotc may be induced to add a fourteenth, 
and continue the History to the Roman Conquest. We do 
not ask him to recount the events of the Macedonian period 
with the minuteness suitable to the Peloponnesian and, Theban 
wars; but there are few readers who would not regret the 
absence of a general outline of that period; while* tliere are 
portions of the later history, particularly that of the Pelo¬ 
ponnesian Greeks, which, in personal interest, may vie with 
any of the preceding: and it would be gratifying to have a 
delineation of Agis and Cleomones, Aratus and Philoi)oemcn, 
from the same hand which Las drawn the great men of an 
earlier and more fortunate time. The objections to a further 
lengthening of the work, appear to us altogether unimportant. 
No one who reads this History will wish that it were shorter. 
A book which has reached twelve volumes may well extend to 
fourteen; and if its reduction to the apostolic number were 
considered desirable, a better way of effecting this in future 
editions would be to make some reduction in the unnecessary 
size and width of the type, in which this work greatly exceeds 
the standard editions of Gibbon, or any other of the more volu¬ 
minous English historians. 
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Akt. VI.— An Essay on the Principles and Construction oj 
XAUitary Bridges and the Passages of, Rivers in Military 
Operations. By General Sir IIowakd Douglas, Bart., 
G. C. B., G. C. M. and G., D. C.L. Oxf., F.K, S., &c. &c. 

^Third editioiL London: 1853. 

Ft must 1)0 obvious to tbc common sense of every thinking 
man, that an army destitute of bridge equipments, and un¬ 
skilled in the art of putting them together, is, for all the prac¬ 
tical operations of war, well nigh worthless. The infantry may 
be stout, sufficiently drilled and appointed — the cavalry horses 
good, and the artillery excellent — but, except for purposes ab¬ 
solutely and locally defensive, nothing whatever can be done 
with them. No general could move such an army, save along 
high roads or across open plains and commons; for the first river 
or canal which crossed the line of his march would interpose an 
insuperable obstacle to his further progress, and bring him to a 
stand-still. Accordingly we find that, as soon as nations pass 
beyond a state of absolute barbarism, they begin to devise 
means for surmounting this difficulty. The painted warrior is 
satisfied with his canoe or coracle. Carrying nothing with him 
except his weapons, on which he depends for his supplies in 
war, as he is accustomed to do for daily food in. peace, he 
paddles over lakes and rivers in search of his enemy, or flees by 
the same process from him. But, no sooner has his tribe re¬ 
ceived the first rudiments of civilisation, than a different course 
becomes necessary. War has ceased to be an indulgence of per¬ 
sonal revenge, or a struggle for the possession of some disputed 
imnting-grouhd. The objects sought by it are grander and 
more lasting. Our chief—now a king—is covetous of political 
powier and extensive territory; neither of which can be achieved 
except there be order and discipline in his masses. But order 
and discipline in masses are coincident only with such an extent 
of, organisation as shall enable them when moving to keep to¬ 
gether and to act in concert everywhere. The canoe and the 
coracle do not suffice for this, and if they did, they would still 
force our king to depend upon chance for the supply of his daily 
wantsi He, therefore, takes to bridge-making; and the accounts 
which have come down to us of the military operations of the 
old Egyptians, Persians, Greeks, and Komans prove that he is 
not slow in arriving at a tolerable amount of proficiency in 
the art. Darius laid his pontoons upon the Bosphorus and the 
Danube, and so passed them both. Let anybody read with 
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care the account given by Herodotus of the bridges thrown by 
Xerxes across the Hellespont, and he will be satisfied that there 
was no lack either of mind or of material in the Persia^ armies. 
So, also, we learn from Xenophon, that the broad Tigris failed 
to stay the retreat of the Ten Thousand, because they spanned 
it with a bridge upon thirty-seven trestles, and marched across. 
As to Alexander, it is evident from the statements of Arrian, 
that he carried to the conquest of India a bridge' equipment as 
complete in every respect as any whicli at this day follows the 
track of the best appointed European armies. The passage of the, 
Hydaspes fully settles this point. It was not etfected at ran¬ 
dom, but by means of light vessels which were brought up upon 
carriages, divided, some of them into two, others into three 
parts, for the convenience of transport. These he put together on 
the river’s bank, behind the screen of a thick wood, and having 
launched them, raft-wise — pretty much as our sappers and 
miners launched their rafts last summer on Virginia Water— ho 
marched his army across. Xor was the case different with the 
Komans, who seem to have carried this, as they did other 
branches of the art of war, to a high state of perfection. Caesar 
informs us, that he w^as accustomed to pass the rivers of Gaul 
oil wooden platforms, Avhich vrere sustained at certain intervals 
by vessels made of wicker-work, and covered with the skins of 
beasts. And we need not pause to demonstrate, that the pile or 
tressel bridge which he laid upon the Khine was as admirable 
a piece of military mechanism as any upon record. 

The establishment of the empire did not, for many a day> 
affect injuriously either the skill or courage of the Romans^ 
They continued to extend their conquests in all directions, 
neither the Danube nor the Euphrates, nor any other river- 
arresting their progress; for they undertook no distamt campaign 
with armies of which the equipment was not in every respect 
complete. And even when they fought only to keep what had- 
been already w’on, they did it on scientific principles. The 
bridge-train of Julian, when he went forth to chastise the Per¬ 
sians, seems to have been excellent. It was the loss of this- 
train, which, after the fall of Julian, compelled Jovian to jcapi- 
tulatc on the banks of the Tigris to the Persian King Sapor. 
But a change comes over the vision of our dream, after the 
pride of Rome has been humbled, and her empire overthrown, 
A new age of barbarism arrives, and with it the neglect of 
all that has a tendency to redeem wai; (considered as an art) 
from its grossness. There was no more skill in manoeuvring men 
now —no more science jii the preparation of n^eans for facilitating 
the progress of columns from one point to another^ Each feudiU 
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chief became the leader of a band of outlaws, working his will 
by sheer strength of hand, and incapable of surmounting any 
.other difficulty than that which the person of a mailed ^ver- 
sary might present. How the leaders of the first crusade con¬ 
trived to carry their followers through the east of Europe into 
the Holy Land we arc unable to conceive. But the enormous 
Oktent of their losses, shows tliat every requisite to the efficiency 
of an army was wanting to them. Nor did matters greatly 
mend, as far as the particular art of which we are now speaking 
^ concerned, for some time after the invention of gunpowder. 
The artillery first fabricated was of such unwieldly proportions 
that nq bridges, except such as were compcteed of the most cn- 
during^materials, could sustain its weight. Indeed, so recently 
as the thirty years’ war, the leaders on both sides were forced, in 
order to cany their guns across the German rivers, to bring up 
heavy oaken vessels ; from the floorings of which props sprang so 
strong that they sufficed to carry massive joists of timber, on 
which a road was laid. Bridges so formed, besides tliat they 
were extremely inconvenient of transport, ran a constant risk of 
destruction from the accidents of war or climate; for th'fe carry¬ 
ing away of a single barge rendered all the others useless, and 
the means of repairing so serious a disaster were rarely at hand. 

It was about the middle of the seventeenth century that the 
Dutch, first of modern European nations, began to adapt ba¬ 
teaux, or small vessels, to the formation of military bridges. 
These they prepared with very considerable skill. The sides 
were nearly vertical, the bottoms flat, the extremities gradually 
diminishing in breadth and terminating at each end in an in¬ 
clined plane wliich made an angle of 45 degrees with the surface 
of the water. The vessels themselves were not of solid ojik, 
but composed of a franie4ivork of timber over which a covering 
of tin was drawn. Hence their great portability, and lienee 
also the application to thfem of the term ' ponton,’ or * pontoon,’ 
a word which has ever since been employed to signify a boat 
composed of light materials, and built exclusively for military 
purposes. The invention was so obviously valuable, that it 
■soon attracted the notice of other States. The French followed 
the example of the Dutcli so early as 1762, and supplied their 
armies with a regular bridge train, whch has never since been 
wanting to them. Other nations followed one by one a like 
course; so that early in the present century there was no 
army of continental Europe but numbered among its materials 
of war a bridge equipment. Some covered the frame-works of 
their pontoons >vith copper; some adhered lo the Dutch model, 
and preferred , tin; the Kussians alone overlaid their wicker-work 
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with sackcloth, which they saturated with tar till it became 
impermeable by water. But it does not appear that then, any 
more than now, pontoon bridges were considered adequate to all 
the emergencies of service. Marshal Turenne, for example, though 
carrying one along with him, was afraid to trust his coramu- 
niesations across the Khine and the Meuse to materials so fragile. 
He formed his standing bridges out of Jhe common country 
boats, and found them adequate. Nor can we be surprised at 
this. The pontoons in use during the war of the Spanish suc¬ 
cession were much smaller than those to which we are accus¬ 
tomed; it was therefore necessary, in laying them down, to 
keep them closer to one another than is done in these days, 
because the bridge could not otherwise obtain buoyancy suf¬ 
ficient to support the weight of men, horses, guns and stores 
passing over; and as the course of the water was thus very 
much obstructed, the bridge, especially on rivers like the llhiue, 
ran great risk of being carried away by the current, besides 
incurring increased hazard of destruction from floating bodies 
sent down by the enemy from above. 

Our next stage in the art of military bridge-making occurs 
about 1787 or 1788, when a M. Gribeauval, an oflicer in the 
French service, brought forward an improved pontoon, which 
was adopted and called after the name of the inventor. Its 
length was 3G feet 3 inches, its breadth 6 feet 9 inches, its 
height 3 feet 9 inches, and it weighed 4,079 lbs. avoirdupois. 
It was of vast capacity and buoyancy; for one such vessel, 
when used as a ferry-boat, could carry from fifty to sixty 
armed men across a river. But it laboured under this serious 
drawback, that its great weight rendci*cd the task of conveying 
it from place to place difficult and laborious. One of thd; 
occasions on which it seems to have been used was in 1809, 
when Napoleon supported upon pontoons of this description Jiis 
bridge across the Danube. Its })lac6 has long ago been gup- 
plied in the French service by bateaux in every respect more 
convenient. We shall have occasion to describe them more in 
detail by-and-bye; but in the meanwhile our non-professional 
readers may not be displeased if wc preface such description by 
a few general remarks explanatory of the nature of pontoon 
bridges in general, and of the maimer in which they are pre¬ 
pared for the march, carried in the train of armies, and ap¬ 
plied at the proper moment to their proper uses. 

A pontoon bridge, then, is a road laid across or upon a river, * 
of which the gangway is composed of planks, and the piers 
of buoyant vessels, fabricated aft^r some approved model. Its 
constituent parts arc the vessels in question, called pontoons. 
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saddles, balks, chesses, and half-chesses. There are required 
to fix and manage it, saddle-lashings, rack-sticks, rack-lashings, 
breast-lines, outriggers, oars, boat-hooks, buoys, buoy-lines, 
anchors, cables, body-lashings, carriage-lashings. All these 
materials are packed and carried about in waggons, so con¬ 
structed as to receive their respective loads neatly, and to keep 
them while on the march secure. The numbers of waggons 
required in the team vary according to tlie extent of the bridge, 
and the manner in which its parts are distributed. But what¬ 
ever the form of these parts may be, and however different the 
usages of each particular service in their distribution, they are 
all subject to one common contingency, — there must be car¬ 
riages, horses, and men set apart specially for their transport, 
otherwise their presence will operate as an incumbrance rather 
than as a convenience to an army. 

Of the pontoon — the foundation, so to speak, of the bridge 
— it may suffice, at this early stfige of our inquiry, to say that 
whatever be its shape, and the material of which it is formed, 
it is valuable in proportion as it unites in itself the various 
qualities of buoyancy, lightness, convenience of stowage, steadi¬ 
ness in the water, and applicability to purposes of navigation. 

The saddle la a frame of fir timber, which, being placed cen¬ 
trally on the axis of a pontoon, is secured to it by lashings, and 
receives the ends of the balks. 

The balJcs are small beams of fir, which rest on the saddles, 
and are secured in their places by iron bolts. They serve in 
the bridge the same purpose which joists do in house-building. 
They extend from one pontoon to another, and support the 
flooring or platform. 

This flooring, or platform, is constructed with chesses, and 
half-chesses. The former consist of three fir jjlanks a-piece, 
bound together in their breadth by four cleats, which fasten 
underneath; the latter are single planks, which, when the bridge 
is completed lie over the saddles, and can without difficulty be 
removed, whenever it becomes necessary to get at the pins 
or bolts which pass through the balks and keep them in their 
places. 

With respect to the rest of the articles enumerated as be¬ 
longing to the equipment of a pontoon bridge, their names, we 
presume, sufficiently set forth the purposes which they arc 
intended to serve. Lashings of every kind, rack or twisting- 
sticks, anchors, buoys, cables, boat-hooks, — these are imple¬ 
ments with which our readers cannot but be familiar. If they 
desire to know exactly liow and under what circumstances each 
is used, the best thing we can do for them is to advise, that 
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they go down to Woolwich or to Chatham the first time a bridge 
is laid, and watch the process. 

Though there are no positive limits to the extent of a pontoon 
bridge, the best authorities seem to be agreed that it is not 
desirable to aim at more than a span of 170 or 180 yards. The 
waggons necessary for the transport of such a bridge, are in our 
service about twenty; in the French service, and in that of 
other foreign Powers, the number would be greater or less, ac¬ 
cording to the shape of the pontoons. But, whatever their 
numbers, the waggons take a position on the line of march cor¬ 
responding to th(i probable exigencies of the service.,^. If the 
army be advancing, and there are no rivers near, the pontoon’ 
train will move in rear of one of the columns. If the army be 
retreating, it will be pushed on a-head, under a sufficient escort. 
In the latter case, the duties of the commandant of the train 
are obvious enough. He marches on till he arrives at the spot 
indicated for the construction of a bridge. He there lays the 
bridge down, and as soon as the rear-guard is across, he gathers 
in his materials again, packs them up, and sets olf at the utmost 
ispeed of which his animals are capable. In the former cases 
there is much more to be thought about. 

An army On the advance may be assumed to be moving, cither 
against another army which is moving towards it,— or in pur¬ 
suit of an enemy who is seeking to avoid it, and is therefore 
anxious to throw as many impediments as possible in the way 
of the pursuer. Whichever idea be taken up, the operations 
of the pontoniers must remain pretty much the same; for the 
retreating army will not, it is probable, leave its own side 
of the river unguarded, and the army which is ])rcpared to 
deliver or to accept a battle, is sure to v/atcli well against a 
surprise. Here then are the two armies, coming, so to speak, 
into presence, but with a river betweent It is, in every respect, 
suitable to pontooning purposes; that is to say, it is not too broad, 
it is not too rapid, there is ample depth water, the bahks ve 
level, and a clear sky, which has canopied both hosts for>^ a 
week or a fortnight back, assures them against any sudden 
or violent freshes- One general or the other is eager to 
strike a blow. He therefore manoeuvres so as to distract the 
attention of the enemy, and he gives orders that at a certjjin point, 
and at a certain time, the river shall be bridged. How are 
these orders executed ? 

If the ladies and gentlemen who took such a laudable 
interest in the operations of the Chobham camp are to believe 
their eyes, nothing can be more easy or more beautiful than 
the process of pontooning. They saw a number of queer- 
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looking implements — which have been compared, not inaptly, 
to huge Bologna sausages, collected they could not tell how 
or whence — on the margin of Virginia Water. Suddenly, a 
body of sappers and miners seized upon the sausages, and 
conveying them by hand—for they were wondcTfully light— 
into shallow water, began to construct upon them, with equal 
rapidity and skill, solid-looking rafts. Two saddles were lashed 
on each .pontoon; balks, measuring about thirteen feet in 
length, were passed from one saddle to another. Chesses 
were laid down and made fast under these balks — and 
aAvay went the raft triumphantly into deep water. Mean¬ 
while a second and a third, constructed in like manner, followed 
in the same direction, till by and bye— with the help of a lijic, 
previously drawn across (how it got into its position nobody 
could guess), the necessary number of rafts were launched, 
anchored, and made fast at both ends,—and lo the bridge was 
completed! Forthwith bodies of riflemen dashed across. Then 
came columns of foot and of horse — and by and bye guns. 
The bridge rocked and swayed terribly. Some of the horses 
shyed—some fell into the water. But on the occasion to which 
we now particularly refer, no life was lost of man or beast; the 
whole got across. Things did not go quite so smoothly at 
the attack on Runnymede. A gun slipped from the bridge, 
dragging its team and a dozen men along with it. But the 
catastrophe made no very deep impression. All the gunners 
were fished out —and of the artillery horses only two were 
drowned. The spectators went away convinced, that with 
such a'train, and such men to lay it, a British army could go 
any where, and do any thing. 

We confess that, though much grieving for the fate of these 
two noble animals, we were not upon the whole sorry that the 
accident occurred. It tested the capacity of a set of pontoons, 
which,^on what authority wc are unable to say, have superseded 
all o^ers in the Engliaib service; and we are bound to declare 
that, according to our poor judgment, it condemned them 
utterlyi* The river was as smooth as a mill-pond. The 
fastenings of the bridge were perfect. Yet, no sooner was 
the platform loaded, than there occurred such a succession of 
violent gyrations, as no horse in high condition could be 
expected to endure. It seemed, too, that a very slight addi¬ 
tional weight would have torn the balks from their places, — 
■for every pontoon in its turn became so much immersed that the 
procure of a few pounds more must have sunk it altogether, 
Kow this is not the condition to which any pontoon bridge 
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ought to be reduced by the passage of a nine-pounder. Let us 
see to what the defect is to be attributed. 

We have elsewlierc observed, that pontoons become more or 
less valuable in proportion as they unite in themselves the quali¬ 
ties of buoyancy, steadiness in the water, aptitude to purposes of 
navigation, and facility of transport. Forty or fifty years ago 
the pontoons in our service possessed all these qualities except 
the last, though none i)erhaps to the full extent that is attain¬ 
able. They were very heavy, and in shape resembled large 
river punts. They consisted o;‘ solid frames of wood covered 
with sheets of coj)pcr; and each weighed, with its appurte¬ 
nances and the carriage used to transport it, 35 cwt. They 
were, like other punts, undecked, and therefore liable, of course, 
to be filled should a turbulent stream brpak violently over them, 
or the strain on their buoyancy prove excessive; and when 
such an accident occurred to more than one or two in the 
whole length of the bridge, there was no possibility of repair¬ 
ing the damage except by breaking up the bridge entirely. 
This last defect, though a grave one, was attributable, be it 
observed, rather to the system of management than to The prin¬ 
ciple on which the pontoon was constructed. It showed that 
we had not then arrived at such skill ia mechanics as could 
enable us to meet all emergencies; it furnished no proof that 
the form of the pontoon was radically defective. And with re¬ 
spect to the hazard of submersion, that is a risk from which no 
open pontoon bridge can be rendered absolutely free, though a 
skilful adaptation of pump machinery may greatly modify it. 
Wc acknowledge, however, that the pontoons which we are now 
describing laboured under somo disqualifications. They were 
unnecessarily cumbrous in transport and difficult to handle in the 
water; hut to compensate for this they provedfmarvellously 
steady when laid down. The undulations visible in them during 
the passage of men, horses, and carriages were next to nothingT 

There was a natural desire in many qqjirters to improve upon 
these i)ontoons; and in 1814 Colonel Sir James Colleton pror 
duced vessels cylindrical in shape and having long conical ends 
wherewith to cast ott‘ the water in its descent. As thejr were 
made up of wooden staves put together like the staves of a 
cask and girt about with iron hoops, they got the name of 
buoy pontoons, which continued to be ap[)lied to them after 
their inventor had substituted hopper for timber except in the 
framework. From some imperfection in the manner' of ar¬ 
ranging them in the water, they were not^ found to answer; 
and Sir Charles Paslcy, then a colonel of engineers, took the 
subject up. lie brought forward a pantoon shaped lilje a boat, 
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with ‘a deck and two prows, of which' the frame consisted of 
wood, and the exterior covering of sheet coppm*. For the sake 
■ of, portability, he so constructed his boat that it could be di¬ 
vided transversely into equal parts, which, by means of lashings, 
were brought together at the water’s edge, and became an entire 
“ And water-tight vessel. We believe that Sir Charles Pasley’s 
pontoons are still used by the army of tlie East India Company; 
at home they have given place tp the Pologna sausages already 
referred to, of Which Colonel Blanchard, of the Royal Engineers, 
has the merit of being'T,he inf on tor. These are composed en¬ 
tirely of tin, though coppey would do quite as well, except for 
the circumstance that it is much more costly. We must 
describe one. 

There are two kinds of pontoons in the arsenal at A^^oolwich 
—one intended for the general use of an army, the other sup¬ 
posed to be available for an advanced guard, or a flying corps 
which shall consist oWly of infantry, and tlie lightest species of 
‘field gun. Both are constructed on the sanic principle. They 
*icon8ist of sheets of tin—of tlie quality known in trade as xxx. 

which Krc wound round a series ofi light tin wheels, of which 
the iqjokes are tin' tubes measuring one inch in diameter. 
Through these wheels, and extending from one extremity of 
the pontoon to the other, runs a general axis, namely, a long 
hollow tin tube, having a diameter of If inches. The pontoons, 
whether large or small, are cylinders with paraboidal ends. They 
measure, respectively, the larger* pontoon 24 feet 6 inches in 
length, including tlie paraboidal ends, by 2 feet 8 inches in 
diameter; the smaller, 14 feet 10 inches, by 1 foot 7 inches in 
diameter. Vessels constructed on this principle and of these 
materials, ca^ot be otherwise than buoyant. The larger pon¬ 
toon, when I^ed in the water, without superstructure of any 
sort, siuks to 'the depth of 4^ inches; the smaller, dealt with in 
tKe same Way, sinks about 2^ inches only. But taken singly 
they are alike useless; fiir such is the unsteadiness of all floating 
substances of which the shape is cylindrical or globular, that 
the i^altcst weight imposed upon its upper face causes it im¬ 
mediately to^opple over. 3he pontoons adopted by us, there¬ 
fore, arq never launched except by pairs; in other words, the 
first thing done on reaching the bank of the river, is to construct 
a series of rafts, w'hich one after another arc sheered out into 
deepwater. A wal’d dr two oifthis part of the subject is neces¬ 
sary to a right understanding of all that is to follow.' 

We have spoken above about the method by which pontoon 
bridges are made to accompany armies on their marches. Other 
Powers, for reasons hereafter to be stated| convey one pon- 
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toon, complete in its appurtenances, upon one waggon. We so 
construct our waggons, or are supposed so to construct them, 
as that each shall carry two pontoons, with all other things 
necessary for the completion of a raft. There thus go to¬ 
gether :— 


Pontoons 


m 

2 

Out-riggers 

- - 2 

Saddles 

- 

- 

2 

Oars 

- 7 

Balks 

> 

- 

12 

Boat-hook 

" - 1 

Chesses 

- 

- 

10 

Buoy 

- - 1 

Half-chesses 

- 

- 

4 

Buoy-line 

- 1 

Saddle-lashings 

- 

- 

4 

Anchor 

- 1 

Hack-sticks 

- , 

- 

8 

nable 

- 1 

Rack-lashings 


- 

8 

Body-lashings 

- 3 

Breast-lines - 

i_ 

- 

2 

CarriaKe-lasliings 

- 4 

The order of packing 

is 

this. First come 

the balks, ar- 


ranged on the bottom oF the carriage, in the centre of bolsters 
which are cut to receive them, and with wMch, when all are in 
their proper plaiees, tlie tops of the balks become level. Above 
the balks are piled the cesses, above tlie chesses the saddles; 
the cable is coiled and stowed between the saddles. Upon tlje 
saddles rest the pontoons; thc^ space between the under sides of 
the pontoons, and just above the cable, issifillcd up Ity the oars. 
Webbed girths are then passed over the pontoons, which being 
fastened down to the carriage keep the load steady. Meanwhile, 
all the Avorking articles, such as rack-sticks, rack-lasliings, &c. 
are stowed away in the carriage box; and, finally, the anchor 
and buoy are securely fastened to the perch. 

The order of unpacking is, of cours^i an exact opposite' to 
the above. As soon as tlie waggon reaches the point beyond 
which it is deemed inexpedient to drive it, the party in charge 
proceeds to unship the various articles that arej^iled in and 
about it. All areimmbered—each set has its appointed men 
to lift it—and every thing is thus brought rapidly and Avithout 
confusion into a working state. The pontoons, which are pro¬ 
vided Avith four roAvs of sunken handles a-piece, at intervals of 
2 feet 1 inch round the circumference, are conveyed by hand 
to the Avater’s edge. Tavo saddles are lashed to ea^; the bhlks 
are fastened upon the saddles; the chesses clcated doAvn to the 
balks; the oars, boat-hook, anchor, buoy, rack-sticks, and lash¬ 
ings of every description' shipped, and we have a raft complete. 
There is now something available to manage: what are its 
capabilities ? w 

Two of our larger pontoons formed into a raft, sink immediately 
to the depth of 7| inches. Two small pontoons similarly ma¬ 
naged sink 4^ inches. Their weights appear to bethat of 
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the large raft, 2,495 lbs.; that of the smaller, 513|^ lbs. This 
lays upon each pontoon, including its own weight, a burden of 
1,247^ lbs. in the former case, and 256|lbB. in the latter. But 
when the rafts are united so as to form a bridge, each pontoon has 
to support the weight of half the superstructure on cither side 
of it; in other words, the large pontoon then carries 1,847 lbs., 
the small, 314 lbs. The immersion is, consequently, carried to 
9^ and 5| inches respectively, before any other substance than 
the materials required to complete the bridge rests uj)on the 
pontoons. But the water displaced by the large pontoon when 
wholly immersed, is, as near as possible, 7,675 lbs. Take away 
the weight of the pontoon with that of the superstructure 
which rests upon it, namely, 1,847 lbs. from this amount, and 
you have an available buoyancy of not more than 5,428 lbs. 

Pontoons of the larger sort arc usually laid at intervals of 
thirteen feet from centre to centre. But we must allow Sir 
Howard Douglas to’^'carry forward the argument. 

‘ The water displaced,’ he says, ‘ by one of Colonel Blanchard’s 
large pontoons, when wliolly iminersed^ being 7,675 lbs., and the 
wdpght of one pontoon, with the part of the superstructure which 
rests upon it, being 1,847 lbs., thei;e remain 5,428 lbs., which may 
be placed on the bridges within the extent which is supported on one 
pontoon (half a bay on each side), that is 13 ft. when the pontoons 
are placed at the usual open order, or 13 ft. from centre to centre. 
Then, assuming that a man in marching order weighs 180 lbs., it 
follows that 32 men, or 8 ranks marching on a front of 4 men, are all 
that should be allowed for to eveiy 13 ft. in the length of the bridge; 
and with this number the upper surfaces of the pontoons will be on. 
a level with the surface of the water.’ 

‘ In passing a pontoon bridge cavalry can only march by double 
files, and as e^ch horse takes up about 9 ft. in length, 4 horses could 
scarcely stand^^ithin the space which rests on one pontoon. Now 
estimating the weight of a horse at 9 cwt. or 1;008 lbs., and that of 
the soldier, with his arms, baggage, and appurtenances, at 308 lbs., 
the weight of four horses, with their riders, will be 5,264 lbs.; to this 
adding 1,847 lbs. for the pontoon and superstructure, the weight is 
7,111 lbs. In the table it will be seen that this weight would sink 
a pontoon to the depth of 26^ inches! 

‘ The weight of a 9 pounder gun with its carriage and limber is 
4,159 lbs., and this weight is supported or\ the bearing points of the 
four wheels. Now, supposing the axles of the wheels of the gun and 
limber to be 9 ft. asunder, while the ci^tre of gravity is about 
1 foot from the axle of t|ic gun-whcels towards tho limber, it follows 
that 3,697 lbs. are supported by the whe^S of the gun-carriage. 
Then when the wheels are over a pontoon, that pontoon'will hawe to 
support, including its own weight and that of the superstructure, 
5,644 lbs.; and from the table it appears that the pontoon would be 
immersed about 21^ inches, "while the gun is passing oyer it.’ 
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It appears from this description, first, that for purposes of 
navigation. Colonel Blanchard’s pontoons are of very little 
value, because nobody, we presume, will contend, that it is 
possible to row a raft, no matter of what material composed, 
with its square front and broad surface, rapidly across a stream; 
and next, that in point of buoyancy it barely suffices to sustain 
the weight of 32 infantry, 4 armed horsemen, and one 9 
pounder gun in transitu. It is manifest, also, that its 
capability of sustaining even this burden depends entirely upon 
the good order that is preserved in the column while it passes# 
The smallest pressure of the rear ranks on the front, — the 
slightest undue acceleration of pace in the cavalry or artillery, 
— neglect on the part of the infantry to omit keeping step, — 
any one of these accidents, which in the hurry of actual warfare 
is not unlikely to occur, may be attended with fatal con¬ 
sequences. And even under the most favourable circumstances, 
we appeal to all who witnessed the passage of the Thames, and 
its results, whether the general unstcadness of the bridge was 
not excessive. 

But perhaps in their extraordinary facility of transport 
Colonel Blanchard’s pontoons present a feature, which more 
than compensates for their shortcomings in every othefr respect. 
We arc afraid not. Unquestionably a tin cylinder measuring 
24 ft. 6 in. in length, with a diameter of only 2 ft. 8 ii^, is more 
portable, with the hand, than any trapezoidal or boat-shaped 
vessel which it would be possible to apply to pontooning 
purposes. The largest of Colonel Blanchard’s pontoons weighs 
only 565 lbs., whereas the vessel used for similar purposes in 
the French army weighs upwards of 1,600 lbs. But the 
question assumes another shape when we come to consider their 
relative capabilities of package, and consequently of conveyance 
from one place to another. With a trapezoidal or boat-shaped^ 
pontoon, the whole of the interior space is available. Whether on 
board of ship or in a waggon, all the materials necessary for con¬ 
verting it into a half-raft may be stowed between the gun¬ 
wales. With a cylinder, the interior space is lost, and the pon¬ 
toon itself, as well because of its delicacy as of its conformation, 
must have ample room in the stowage. Wo suspect, therefore, 
that when the experiment comes to be fairly tried, it will be 
found that our lighter vessels render necessary for their 
transport more tonnage on ship-board, and a greater strength of 
waggons on shore, than any other bridge train in the world. But 
this is not all: our cylindrical pontoons have never yet been used 
in the presence of an enemy vigilant in watching his own side 
of the river, and detennined to keep it. Are they fit for such 
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work? "Wq will take the liberty of describing not the parade 
pMsage of Virginia Water or the Thames, but the method 
which is actually adopted when armies meet to fi^^ht and not to 
play; and then, perliaps, our readers will be able to draw for 
themselves a tolerably correct conclusion on that subject. 

• defy any engineer in the world to lay a pontoon-bridge 
in the presence of an enemy who is master of the opposite bank 
of a river and has any shelter at all of w’ood or broken ground 
to co\cr him. Before a single raft is constructed, far more 
launched, light troops must have made good their passage to the 
other side, and woods and rocks will jirobably be ringing with 
the sharp echoes of their skirmishing fire. Now, there is no 
method of putting^ light troops across a deep river except one: 
they must be ferried over; and in order to accomplish this, we 
must have at our disposal vessels a great deal more ship-shape 
than cither tin cylinders or rafts measuring 13 feet by 8 or 
9. Our ^ cylindrical bridge equipment, however, cither does 
not provide such vessels at all, or it contemplates a sup¬ 
plemental train of common^ row-boats which has not yet been 
shown to an inquiring public, and which will of course demand 
a considerable augmentation of ivaggons, horses, and drivers to 
convey it.- The French manage things differently. After re¬ 
peated experiments they have conic to the conclusion, that, all 
points considered, there is no pontoon so available for the varied 
purposes of a campaign as the flat-bottomed open vessel, which 
was adopted into their service in 1829. They argue that it is 
not wise to de])end, for your first step in bridge-making, either 
upon the chances of finding countiy boats when you want them, 
or on a supply which must of necessity be limited if it be re¬ 
garded as supplemental only. They have therefore determin^Bd 
that no pontoons shalL accompany their armies which do not 
fulfil the following conditions: — 1st. Their capacity and solidity 
must be such as that a bridge formed of them may be able to 
support the greatest weights which usually accompany armies, 
and that the weight of the bateau be as slight as is consistent 
with this condition. 2nd. They must answer well as row-boats 
in; case it should be necessary to use the bateaux as such in 
passing rivers by main force, or in establishing lodgments. 
3rd. Their form and dimensions must be such as to admit of 
their being easily mounted on carriages and transported without 
difficulty from place to place. 

We are inclined to think that our neighbours argue on good 
grounds: we are sure that, if the grounds of their argument be 
admitted,^ their method of acting up to it is excellent. A French 
pontoon is made entirely of wood; the framc-w'ork is of oak; 
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the bottom and sides are covered with fir-planks. It is flat- 
bottomed. The sides are nearly vertical; the breadth dimi¬ 
nishes towards the head and stern,—though the latter is wider 
than the former. The two ends or prows, which rise above the 
level of the tops of the gunwales, arc curved like those of a 
canoe. In length the vessel measures 31 feet; the breadth ot 
the body at the top is 5 feet 7 inches, at the bottom, 4 feet 
4 inches; the breadth of the upper extremity of the front prow 
is 2 feet 5 inches, of the after prow, 4 feet 7 inches; the height 
of the body is 2 feet 6^ inches. Such a vessel may obviously 
be applied to every purpose in effecting the passage of a river; 
it is especially useful in the attainment of that without which 
all other attempts can hardly fail to miscarry. 

When the passage of a river is to be made good, either by 
open violence or by stratagem, the pontoon-train halts behind 
some screen, as near as may be convenient to the bank of the 
river. One or more boats are immediately launched from the 
bank, full of armed men. These take on board with them a 
light line, coiled—the further end of which is made fast to a 
stout hawser—and instantly push off. If a picket of the enemy 
be posted on the opposite bank, a rattling musketry fire salutes 
them. This they disregard; though it will be answered, of 
course, from the bank which they are leaving, — provided the 
river be not too wide. But there is no firing from the boats. 
Stoutly the rowers ply their oars. Nobody speaks a word. It 
is for life or death that men arc pulling, and their strokes are 
given regularly and heavily. They reach the bank, spring on 
shore with their muskets in their hands, and dash into the 
underwood. Some engage forthwith in the skirmish. The 
rest haul in the line till the end of the hawser comes home, 
which they make fast to the nearest tree. Now, then, a flying 
bridge is established; and backwards ^nd forwards, to the tune 
of a sharp skirmish, the ferry-boat passes. Meanwhile, the 
pontoniers arrange their vessels on the further side, in agree¬ 
ment with the instructions which have been given to them. 
The French station theirs, fully laden, and at regular distances 
from one another, up the course of the river. At a given 
signal, all push out, and sweep consecutively round, like a 
battalion changing its front. Number one, to be sure, stands 
fast. It is in its proper place already, wdth its gear on board 
and its stern to the stream. It is in a state also for giving and 
receiving balks and chesses with number two, as soon as number 
two shall have wheeled into its station. Number three suc¬ 
ceeds, then number four, and so on,—each shooting out its ballcs 
to those on either flank of it, and receiving and making fast 
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balks delivered by them in return. In half the time that is 
required for preparincr, launching, connecting and sheering off 
our cylinders and rafts, this bridge of bateaux is complete. 
For every bateau steers upon the allignmeut of the hawser, 
and each, while doing so, drops its anchor in sufficient time for 
the crew to pull up exactly where it is intended that the boat 
should remain. 

Compare this with the process which cannot be dispensed 
with in our service. 

^We assume that, by means of row-boats, provided expressly 
f(Mf the purpose, our people have made their lodgment pn the 
enemy’s bank. They fix their hawser and establish a flying 
bridge. What follows ? While reinforcements are carried over 
to this forlorn hope by driblets, their friends on the far bank 
apply themselves diligently to construct a dozen rafts, and to 
sheer them off in succession. It took full twenty minutes to 
complete and connect that number in Virginia Water the other 
day. Tim process is not likely to be accelerated, if a brave 
and active enemy, alarmed by the sound of firing, hasrens to 
support his pickets with artillery, as well as with infantry. 
Now, in opemtions of this sprt time is everything. A hun¬ 
dred, sixty, even fifty brave men, will hold their ground against 
any odds for five or six minutes. But if these five or six 
minutes be prolonged to fifteen or twenty, or more, their 
resistance will be overpowered. Nor must it be forgotten 
that no use whatever can be made of the pontoons till they are 
constructed jinto rafts, and the rafts lashed together. Where¬ 
fore, unless our train be most inconveniently large, it is im¬ 
possible that we can have at our disposal more than three or 
four small roAV-boats at the utmost. Wc may succeed, Avith 
these, in landing perhaps fifty men on the enemy’s bank. But 
we cannot, by rowing, carry more. Our fioating bridge Avill 
not carry above tAvent/ at a trip; the enemy, on the other 
hand, get up their reinforcements by battalions. What can 
the valour and devotion of sixty or eighty men do, to protract 
the fight till the tedious process of sheering off rafts is com¬ 
pleted? Observe how differently a French officer is circum¬ 
stanced in every respect. If he see reason to anticipate a Avarm 
resistance at first, he has the means at his disposal of launching 
a flotilla capable of transporting from three to five hundred 
men at a trip. And the movement will scarcely retard the 
constructidn of his bridge at all, because his boats become pon¬ 
toons by mere change of position, as soon as they discharge 
their living cargoes. 

Again, the French bridge, Avhen laid, is in every respect 
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Btronger, safer, and more easily protected than ours. It is 
more easily protected, because the piers of a French bridge lie 
19 feet 8 inches apart, whereas ours are separated by 13 feet 
only. And many, a destructive substance will glide harmless 
through an opening of 19 feet, for which 13 would be too 
narrow. It is safer, first, because, in respect to buoyancy, it 
carries more than twice the weight which ours can sustain; 
next, because the gangway is wider. And it is stronger, 
for this among other reasons, that its superior solidity prevetits 
that excessive heaving up and down which is perceptible in our 
bridges, and which necessarily occasions a severe strain on the 
balks and their fastenings. Finally, should it happen that both 
pontoons are sunk so far in a shallow river, as not only to touch 
the bottom, but to press upon it, the bateau, strong in its 
oaken frame-work, will take no hurt, whereas the tin ci'linder 
is crushed to pieces and destroyed. Wherein, then, lies the 
superiority, if such there be, of the cylinder over' the trape¬ 
zoidal-shaped vessel? In its positive lightness,'f and conse¬ 
quent portability? This does not necessarily follow; for, 
as has elsewhere been explained, what the cylinder gains in 
positive lightness, it loses in difficulty of stoWhge. And when 
we further consider, that each bateau suffices to span 19 feet 
of water, whereas the utmost stretch of a cylinder is across 
13 feet, the greater number required of this latter vessel, 
though it may not quite reach the standard of the other, will 
bring the burden on each side nearer to an equality than may at 
at first sight appear. Besides 

^ It is essential to the stability of floating bodies,’ says Sir Upward, 
‘ that their bearing should increase with the increase of their immer¬ 
sion vertically; that is, their horizontal sections should expand up 
to tlie plane of floatation, or horizontal surface of the fluid in which 
the vessel floats. In cylindrical vessels this only takes place up to 
the immersion of their horizontal diameter, after which—that is, after 
they are half immersed — the section coinciding with the plane of 
floatation diminishes; and the nearer the vessel ai)proaclies to entire 
immersion, its descent in the water becomes greater and greater with, 
every equal augmentation of load; that is, just the reverse of what i<; 
should be. The bearing of a vessel of trapezoidal or boat-like shape, 
increa.ses up to tlie extreme pow'er of floatation ; and this has ever 
been considered the grand desideratum in determining the configura¬ 
tion, and providing for the stability of floating bodies.’ 

But the French pontoons are open; ours are iftOlosed. A 
sudden fresh, an extra pressure upon the platform, may fill some 
or the whole of the former with water; and then what will be¬ 
come of the bridge ? whereas ours can suffer, at the worst, no 
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more ^ than a momentaiy immersion—it never can be water- 
lo^ed. Withdraw the cause^ and it rights itself immediately* 

Perhaps so; but ’observe what the dliference is between the 
floatation powers of the two bridges. A pressure of 7,675 pounds 
avoirdupoisc will sink a bridge supported on cylindrical pon¬ 
toons entirely; a bridge supported upon such bateaux as are 
used in the French service is sunk to the tops of the gunwales 
only after 18,674^ pounds have been imposed upon it. Both 
are useless so long as they are under water. But besides that 
the French bridge can successfully resist twice as much pressure 
as our own, the pump-machinery carried about with it must be 
much more defective than we take it to be, if against freshes, 
whpther sudden or anticipated, it fail to provide a sufficient 
remedy. For these reasons, and for many more which we can¬ 
not space or time to enumerate, it really does appear to us, 
that in adopting Colonel Blanchard’s pontoon to the exclusion 
of.all othci^, the military authorities.^^f this country have acted 
somewhat rashly. We do not say that Colonel Blanchard’s 
pontoon is not a very excellent vessel of its kind; it may per¬ 
haps turn out, after all, to deserve the place of merit .which has 
been assigned to it; but as yet we are far from being satisfied 
of the fact, and we know that our neighbours on tins farther 
side of the Channel deny it to be a fact at all. So, at least, we 
gather from the observations of Marshal Vaillant, himself an 
officer of great merit and experience, and brought up especially 
in this branch of the service. 

'Lesplus grands inconveniences,* he says, * des pontons cylin- 

* driques nous paraissent etre d’exiger de longues voitures pour 
‘ leur"transport, et de ne pas pouvoir les conduire a la rame; 
*ce qui ne permet pas non plus de les employer comme les 

* pontons ordinalres ou les bateaux, pour fuire passer brusque- 
‘ment quelque corps d’infanterie d’un bord d’une riviere a 

* I’autre. Dans les pays oh les transports par voitures sont tres- 
‘ difficilcs et oh Tune ne peut esperer de rencontrer des bateaux 

* ou d’autres moyens de passage, il est indispensable de mener 

‘ avec soi Ic materiel necessaire a I’etablissement de quelques 
‘ ponts ; mais en pareil cas, cc qu’ll y a do mieux 4 faire e’est 
‘ de transporter a dos de mulct quelques chevalets legers ou des 
‘ caisscs. * * * Toutes les fois qu’on pourra se servir 

* de voitures nous crOyons qu’au lieu de les employer an trans- 
‘ port dc pontons cylindriqucs, il sera preferable de leur faire 
‘ porter quelques pontons oidinaires ou quelques bateaux.’ 

The ciitlpism of an able writer in * Le Guide du Pontonier ’ 
is not less decisive:—^Lc pont de topneaux Angjj^is nous pa- 
‘ rail done etre unc invention assez ingenieux mais sans utilite. 
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* Preferons k ces radeaux composes les bateaux l^ers que fran- 

* chiront avec rapidite les p^us grauds fleuves et braveront sous 
‘ les pouts les efforts des coiiraus les plus violeni,^ 

Before passing on to another part of our subject, think it 
right to mention, that some, time ago an idea was entertain^ 
that pontoons, made with a preparation of caoutchouc or^mdian 
rubber, might be advantageously introduced into dur service. 
We believe that such pontoons are the invention of W offioCT- 
of engineers in the service of the United States of Amer^a^ at 
least we do not remember to have heard of them’ till 1836, 
when Captain, now Colonel Lane, of the United States^ army, 
threw an experimental bridge across a river in Alabama,'which 
measured 350 feet in length, and ivas supported upon sixteen 
such pontoons. The pontoons, it appears, were made of strong 
canvass, coated with caoutchouc. But by whomsoever invented, 
the Americans still profess to think highly of them. ^In 1839^ 
a Board of Officers assembled at New York to observe and 
report upon certain experiments which a Mr. Armstrong under-'' 
took to conduct; and it must be admitted that the results, as far 
as the Board has described them, were satisfactory. Mr. Arm¬ 
strong, it seems, formed his floating piers out of three cylinders 
respectively, each cylinder being composed of two layers of 
strong canvass, saturated with caoutchouc, and thereby rendered 
impervious to water. The cylinders were 18 feet long, and, 
when inflated, 18 inches in diameter; a slip of the sajne ma¬ 
terial held them together, and their united weight was only 
117 lbs. One of these piers, without a platform, supported 
fifteen men, and was rowed about with perfect ease; two, placed 
side by side, and provided with a platform, 18 feet long, and 
9 feet wide, carried a six-pounder on la field-carriage unlim¬ 
bered, and with fifty men surrounding the gun, was moved 
without difficulty in the water. When two men only remained 
on the raft, the gun was repeatedly fired, with and without 
shot, yet no derangement whatever occurred in the apparatus.. 
The extreme portability of vessels so composed, will at once ' 
occur to the mind of the uninitiated as an argument in their * 
favour. And it is not without plausibility; for the three cy¬ 
linders here spoken of, when folded for the purpose of removal,,' 
were all packed* in a single box, measuring!'3 feet in length;* 
18 inches in breadth, and 2 feet in depth. ' ^ut, shape them as 
you will, pontoons made of Indian rubber or any other frayable 
substance, lie open to objections which cannot be got rid of. 
The slightest friction on gravel, or any other rough substance, 
must be fatal 4;o them; Iw the moment they cease to be air¬ 
tight, they cease to be valuable. We believe that the only 
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British officer of note on wiiom they made a lasting impressioni 
was Sir Harry Smith. But, though he carried some of them 
w'ith him to the Cape of Good Hope, on the occasion of his as* 
Sumption of the government there, we never heard that he 
found them of use, except as the framework of a raft. He cer¬ 
tainly did not la’y to construct bridges with them; and we are 
not of opinion that any body else will seriously think of re¬ 
sorting ^ them, for keeping up his communication or faci¬ 
litating the advance of his columns in a campaign. 

We now approach another matter intimately connected with 
the discussion into which Sir Howard Douglas has led us, 
on which there can, we should think, be no difference of opinion. 
At whatever conclusions we may arrive in regard to the com¬ 
parative merits of cylindrical and trapezoidal pontoons, wc must 
all, as it appears to us, be agreed in the judgment to be passed 
on the actual condition of the bridge train now in the English 
fierviee. In point of fact it has no existence. We possess a 
few pontoons, no doubt, with balks, chesses, &c. sufficient to 
throw a bridge over a narrow piece of water, and the labour of 
a few days would give us as many more as we can require. But 
there are neither carriages in which to pack these pontoons, noi*' 
horses to draw such carriages, nor men instructed to look after 
both horses and carriages, to guide them on their march, and 
apply the contents of the latter to their proper uses at the 
proper,time. The materials of the bridge which so much de¬ 
lighted ladies and gentlemen, first at Virginia Water, and next 
upon the Thames, were brought up from Woolwich in common 
country carts, to which the Artillery leqt both horses and 
drivers. The first relay dragged them on as far, we believe, as 
Staines; the second, supplied by the batteries in camp, met the 
train there, and transpt^ted i^ to the water side. And when 
the bridge arrived, it was Sappers and Minors, under the direc¬ 
tion of officers of the Boyal Engineers, who converted pontoons 
into rafts, and laid them down for the troops to pass over. 

Now we put it to the -common sense of every man not a 
-member of the Peace Society, whether this is a state of things 
-which ought to be. It is admitted that there is no making 
war—to any good purpose, whether offensively or defensively— 
‘without ready means of passing rivers — in advance and in re¬ 
treat. It is equa|!|raccrtain that your operations will lead to no 
satisfactory results if at the critical moment it be necessary to 
withdraw the horses from your guns, afld men instructed to 
become directors in the fortification of your position, be called 
away to discharge duties entirely extraneous to the objects for 
which they were enlist^. Yet to these shifts we iUre driven even 
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in a camp of instruction. We have no waggons/ no horses, no 
drivers appointed to take care of our bridge-train; and of trained 
pontoniers we are wholly destitute. Let us not be misunder¬ 
stood in regard to the latter point. The Sappers and Miners, 
directed by officers of Engineers, laid the bridges on Virginia 
Water and the Tliaracs admirably. This did not surprise us, 
for we honestly believe that there is no sort of work, above 
ground or below—on the land or in the water, which our 
Engineer officers, with their noble Sappfers near them, will not 
manage, somehow or another, to execute, if it be required at 
their hands. .And we are further satisfied, that it is q, wise thing 
to instruct them in all the details of military bridge-making, of 
which, indeed, no officer, either of the infantry or of the cavalry, 
ought in our opinion to be quite ignorant. But it is because 
we think thus highly of them, because wo know their value,, 
and have a true perception pf the duties, important and multi¬ 
farious, which they will be called upon to discharge in war, that ■ 
we protest against laying upon them the additional responsi¬ 
bility, which our present system or absence of system has 
created. We want what all other countries have—a corps of 
pontoniers,—with horses, carriages, and equipments of every 
sort complete; and wo miss them the more that we once had a 
body of military artificers fully equal to any demand that could 
be made upon them, under the designation of the Staff Cor[)s. 
Why was that useful corps disbanded ? Their services *during 
the war in the Peninsula and South of France will never be 
forgotten; it was a mistaken economy, — long resisted, we be¬ 
lieve, by the late illustrious Commander-iu-Chief,—which got 
rid of them. Wc have heard that a committee of Ordnance 
officers has been directed to inqi^ire ir^o this important matter, 
and report upon it. We trust that the rumour is well founded; 
and we further hope that when the Board meets, Sir Howard 
Douglas, among others, will be invited to give an opinion as to 
what is really wanted to render our bridge equipments avail¬ 
able. Meanwhile, we learn from his valuable work, that the 
establishment of the Pontoncer Corps in the service of France, 
as it was settled by the ordonnance of 5th August, 1829, is for 
war, 1587 men and 140 horses, and for peace, 918 men. 

Pontoon-trains are without doubt essential to the efficiency ’ 
of armies. It will not do, however, to trust to them exclu¬ 
sively : because, in the first place, all rivers do not admit of 
being bridged by pontoons; and, in the next place, pontoon 
bridges ought never to be used as permanent roads of commu¬ 
nication. For* the same reasons the drill of pontoneers is 
quite inadequate if it enable them to lay pontoon-bridges and 
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none others. Broad rivers, of .which the stream is very rajnd, 
such as the Danube below Pesth, the Rhine opposite Cologne^ 
the MissisMppi near New Orleans, do not admit of pontoon- 
bridges. The same thing may be said of tidal rivers, Avhen 
the rise and fall is great. Precipitous banks, rocky and un¬ 
even channels, peculiar liability to freshes, present insuperable 
obstacles to the operation. Neither is it possible to provide for 
large armies a pontoon train sufficiently extensive to meet all 
the possible exigencies ^f a campaign. A general may find it 
necessary to move upon three or four lines simultaneously; he 
may be headed upon all or ^raost of them by deep rivers. It 
Avould require a more extensive equipment than is compatible 
with the efficiency of an army in other respects to place at his 
disposal pontoons enough for bridging the whole of them. 
A general may be compelled at once to form a siege and to cover 
%t with a field force which must have everything complete 
within itself. If the besieged place lie upon a river, the river 
must be bridged, without, how’cvcr, Crippling the field force by 
depriving it of its bridge equipment; and finally, between the 
army and its base of operations several lines of rivers may lie, 
over each of which one or more bridges must be thrown, pro¬ 
vided there be no standing bridges, or that these have been 
broken down. How are these exigencies provided for? 

The various expedients to which the leaders of armies are 
driven when either or all of the contingencies here enumerated 
encounter them, may be classed under five heads. They can 
meet their difficulties, 1st, with bridges of boats and bateaux j 
2nd, with flying bridges; 3rd, with bridges laid on rafts of 
timber, on casks, or air-tight eases or inflated skins; 4th, with 
bridges on tressels 6i |>il 9 s and on carriages; and 5th and 
last, with trussed or with suspension bridges. It wolild require 
far more space than is at our disposal to describe, even in the 
most perfunctory manner, the process of construction which 
goes on in each of these cases; but a few words explanp,toiy of 
the general purposes which they are respectively intended to 
serve may not be amiss, and it may be well to illustrate our 
statements by examples. 

When a river is very broad and the current is rapid, or when 
tlie tidal movement Is strong, a bridge of boats or of Weaux is 
' always to be laid. The pontoons adopted in the Drench army 
may, indeed, be applied where our pontoons could not show 
themselves^ but even the French, rather than trust to roads 
resting on field pontoons, would prefer spanning such ti width as 
^ the Rhine at Cologne with vessels adapted to thii'ordinary com¬ 
mercial purposes of the’ country. Moreover the'.French keep 
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in their arsenals large bateaux, which are intended, to be brought 
i,nto use on such occasions. These measure in length 35 feet; 
they are 6^ feet wide above, 4^ feet below. They weigh 5,250 
pounds, and are formed with pinks head and stem. It was by 
these means, and by pressing into the service as many barges as 
he required, that Moreau, in the campaign of 1800, passed the 
Hhine in the face of an Austrian army from a point a little 
below Stein and opposite to the plain of Bebern. The cir¬ 
cumstances were these: 

Having determined to advance through Suabia by the right 
bank of the Danube, Moreau, notwithstanding that the Rhine 
was bridged at Basle, Brisach, and Kohl, manoeuvred to tlirow 
a strong corps across that river near Lake Constance, and to 
turn thereby the Austrian positions between the Rhine and the 
Danube. His j)rcparation8 were of the usual kind; that is to 
say, he made demonstrations with pontoons here and there, 
while the larger convoy, consisting, besides row-boats, of thirty- 
six bateaux d’arscual from Strasbourg and thirty country boats, 
moved stealthily towards the real point of action. This had 
been previously reconnoitred, and all its features calculated by 
General DIdon; and on the 30th of March all Was ready. At 
ten o’clock tlie same night row-boats enough to transport 900 
men arrived within 600 yards of the bank. The waggons 
halted there; for the ground was high, and the descent towards 
the water rough and precipitous. But the boats, being lifted by 
hand, were carried down the declivity, and ranged in two di¬ 
visions in the water, and the poiitoncers lay down behind them. 

Night operations are proverbially insecure. ‘ There was delay 
in bringing forward the troops told off for the first passage,— 
and dawn coining on made apparent to the Austrians the peril 
to which they w’cre exposed. A fire of musketry was imme¬ 
diately opened upon the boats, which extended in a few minutes 
along the whole line. The pontoiiccrs saw that concealment 
was no longer to be thought of. They launched the boats. The 
French advanced guard came down, and, taking them on board, 
the boats pushed off. In spite of a stout resistance they made 
good their Landing; and, covered by a heavy fire of artillery from 
the high grounds, of which the French were in possession, they 
soon effected a lodgmept. Other boatdoads of troops followed; 
while the second division of pontoneers hastened to bridge 
the water, and the Inridgo took its place exactly where it was 
intended to be. , Before nine o’clock on the morning of'the 
3ist, the entire corps, consisting of three divisions, with a fe- 
serve of cavalry, was formed on the right bank of the Rhine, 

But perhaps the most memorable case of bridging a wide 
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river with boats which has occurred in modem warfare, took 
place under the surveillance of our own illustrious Duke of 
Wellington. His bridge across the Adour met everyone of 
the emergencies to which armies operating in front of broad or 
tidal rivers arc liable. We shall allow Sir Howard Douglas 
to describe that remarkable structure, as well as to explain the 
difficulties of the enterprise. 

‘ In large tide rivers, subject to heavy swells, it is very difficult 
to construct a bridge with a degree of flexibility suited to the motion 
of boats in such rivers, and to allow for the rise and fall of the tide. 
For rivers 600 or 700 feet wide it is often necessary to use very large 
boats, lighters or barges, or even vessels of sucli tonnage as to admit 
of intervals so large as to make it difficult to get timber sufficient to 
span them.* 

‘ The construction of a bridge across the Adour in 1814 pre¬ 
sented these dilliculties ; when, upon the suggestion of Lieut.-Colonel 
Sturgeon, of the Staff Corps, assisted by Major Tod and other 
men, the Duke of Wellington determined to use, instead of h^Ks, 
cables stretched from bank to bank by tackles and capstans, and rest¬ 
ing on the decks of vessels moored at the distance of 40 feet from 
centre to centre. Besides the other advantages of this expedient, it 
was justly considered that, in the event of the boom constructed 
above the bridge to protect it from the enemy's fire vessels, being 
broken, the cables supporting the floor of the bridge might serve 
to protect the store-ships at anchor below. 

* In communication with a powerful squadron on the coast, his 
Grace arranged the construction of the bridge before any of our 
shipping entered the Adour. 

Forty-eight chasse-mareesf were taken up in the ports of St. Jean 
de Luz, Socoa, and Passages: these were collected at Socoa, and each 
was loaded with 

48 three-inch planks, 9 inches wide and 12 feet long. 

1 sleeper, 10 inches square, and notched thus: 

,-L.- U --iJ-t 


2 hand-saws; 2 axes; and 2 skeins of hamber line, to lash 
the planks to the outside cables. 


* ‘ With ample means, it is astonishing to what extent these float¬ 
ing bridges may be carried. Amongst the bridges of the greatest 
celebrity may bo named that which was established across the Dnieper 
in 1739. Although the river had overflowed and inundated two 
leagues of country, the Russians constructed a bridge of boats across 
the whole breadth.' (^Handbuch der Pontonnier WissenschafteUf Iter 
band, seite 19.) 

j" ‘ A chasse-marec is a species of coasting vessel used on the 
shores of the Bay of Biscay, of from 20 to 40 tons burden, and 
measuring, generally, about 50 feet in length on dec^ and from 12 
to 15 feet on the beam.’ 
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‘ Two men of the Sappers and Miners were put on board each 
vessel to level the waist-boards v/ith the decks, so that the cables 
might be stretched across as soon as the vessels shonld be moored. 
The floor was supported by five cables, lashed in the notches of a 
sleeper placed fore and aft, on the deck of each vessel. Five cables, 
13 inches in circumference each, and 120 fathoms long, were put on 
board the chasse-marees destined for the centre of the bridge, and so 
coiled that they could be handed up the hatchways, right and left, at 
the same time. 

< The river was bounded on both sides by perpendicular stone 
walls 14 feet high, and an equal thickness. That qn the left bank 
was backed beiiind by sand, level to its surface; while the ground 
behind the wall on the right bank wf? 12 feet lower than the top of 
the masonry, and covered at high tide by 7 feet water. The rise of 
the tide, at springs, was 14 feet. 

‘ On the right bank, the end of each cable was fastened to an 
^iron 18-pounder, which was thrown over the w^all. Those parts of 
SKp cables which rested on the masonry were served with green 
ultock hides, to prevent rubbing. On the leftdiank they were 
stretched by capstans and gyn ^ckles, fixed to a fraiie of timber 
laid on the sand behind the wall, 3 feet lower than the top of the 
masonry and loaded, in the rear, with sandbags, B, B, to prevent it 
from tilting upwards.* 

‘A boom was prepared at the same time, under the direction 
and with the assistance of Admiral Penrose, for the protection 
of this bridge. It consisted of masts of from 50 to 100 feet in 
length, and 1 to 2 feet in diameter, the sirongest placed in 
the front line. These were anchored, each individual]^, by the 
centre; those in the first line being up the river stream, and those 
in the rear linfe having their anchors down the stream to meet the 
fiood tide. The masts in the first line were placed 20 feet asunder, 
and connected with chains, as well with each other as with those in 
the rear line; the masts in the one line covering the intervals in the 
other. These lines were 24 feet asunder, and the chains allowed to 


* *ITp to that period the construction of a bridge across the Adour, 
at this part of the river, was considered quite impossible, on account 
of the constant agitation of the sea in this channel; but a circum¬ 
stance particularly favourable to the establishment of this bridge 
existed at the commencement of 1814, namely, the oblique position of 
the channel, at that time, with respect to the bar at its entrance. 
This channel, as far as tlie mouth of the Adour, hud become nearly 
parallel to the coast, |^d the bar consequently acted as a kind of, 
traverse or breakwater, and thereby diminished the agitation of the 
water in the river. The bridges constructed by the Englisli re¬ 
mained stretched for more than two months, the passage was hot fot 
a moment interrupted, nor did the bridge receive any material injury 
from the gales which ai;e so frequent in the Bay of Biscay, and which 
were extraordinarily violent during, the spripg of 1814.' (French 
Translator^ note.) V 
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hang slack, so as to be about 12 feet below the surface of the water. 

• Two' strong 13-inch cables were stretched along the whole line of 
„ masts, and set as tight as possible, securing them, by lashings, to both 
ends of each mast. Four gun-boats were placed in advance of this 
boom, to assist in its protection ; and on each bank of the river was 
placed a battery of three travelling 18-potinders; while light boats 
^%ere constantly kept in readiness, with fire-grapplings, to meet and 
anchor anything that might be drifted down stream, before it 
reached the boom; and during the night guard-boats, and boats of 
observation, were kept copstantly rowing about.’ 

Of the purposes served by a flying bridge, ao well as of the 
princifUe on which it is worked, few readers ■ of this paper are 
likely to be ignorant. It is neither more nor less than a raft, 
so made fast in a river as to secure the action of the stream 
obliquely, with a force suflScient to carry the vessel across from 
one side to the other. It may consist, likewise, of two boats, 
which shall move in different axes of the circle simultaneouslv,—* 
or a cable passed over the river, ^with a running block attached, 
may serve as the guiding line; and manual strength or a com¬ 
mon wheel supply the motive power. Since the application of 
steam to purposes of navigation, flying bridges have become 
rare in this country. But they are still, we believe, of common 
occurrence on the continent. We recollect two which used a 
year or two ago to ply on the Elbe; one near Pifsen, the other 
close to Schandau in the Saxon Switzerland. 

For military purposes flying bridges may be described as sup¬ 
plemental rather than primary, in regard to their importance. 
Being easy of construction, they facilitate the arrival of sup¬ 
ports to the forlorn hoj)e which may have previously crossed in 
row boats; and they come in, with excellent eftect, in com¬ 
pensation of any damage which a bridge of boats may have 
sustained, and on the maintenance of which the safety of an 
army or of a detachment depends. This was strikingly exem¬ 
plified at the passage of the lihine in 1795 by General Jourdan 
at Neuwied, a little below Ehrenbreitstci^. The passage of 
the river had be^ forced: a bridge of boats was Imd. It had 
been protected against innumerable missiles sent down by the 
Austrians, and a portion of the army was across, when an acci¬ 
dent befel which might have ledl. to the most disastrous conse¬ 
quences. The French general, Kleber, %ad directed all the 
boats in the Sieg to be burned, as soon as it should be ascer- 
tainedTthat the corps engaged in crossing the^hine was safe. 
The orders were very carelessly executed. The boats were not 
only fired too soon, but were permitted float in a burning, 
state into the main river, j They drifted against Jourdan’s 
bri^e, which ^tantly caught^the flame, was scarcely saved 
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from total destruction by the scuttling and sinking of some 
of ks piers. Such a misfortune could not be repaired in a mo¬ 
ment; and it was only by the hasty equipment of a flying 
bridge, and the sending over upon it of supports to the troops 
on the far side, that the latter managed, with hard fighting, to 
keep their ground. 

The principle bn which we construct a bridge on rafts, on 
casks, or inflated skins, is the same which guides us in the laying 
down of pontoon bridges and biidges of boats. We find or con¬ 
struct piers sufficiently^buoyant to sustain the weight which it 
is proposed to lay upon thorn, and surmounting these wdth ap¬ 
propriate saddles, we arrange on them our balks and chesses, 
just as we. should do were boats or pontoons there to 
support them. Hafts, casks, and inflated skins are, however, to 
be pressed into the service only when other and more obviously 
suitable means of passing a river arc wanting. The materials 
for piers of rafts are found (jhiefly where wood is abundant; 
and there are some trees which prove more available for the 
purpose than others. Taking the specific gravity of water at 
1,000 oz., it will be seen that while American pine varies from 
402 to 632, oak weighs 750, heart of oak 1,170, larch 530, 
and English poplar only 383. This last, therefore, which no 
shipbuilder would touch, so long as other wood could be pro¬ 
cured, is the best adapted of any for raft purposes j whereas 
heart of oak—the pride of our navy — must be classed in the 
samd category with the box of Holland and of the Brazils, the 
pomegranate, the American ebony, and the vine. It cannot bo 
used at all in the construction of piers for a floating bridge. 

The materials of which we now speak are to be procured 
either by cutting down trees or taking possession of felled 
timber, or removing from barns or houses such beams as may 
appear to suit our purposes. There are, however, limits both 
to the size and to the cubic contents of such beams. Anything 
below 25 ft. in lengrfj, a mean girth of 30 in., and a content of 
12*5 at the least, is too small to be serviceilble. Anything 
beyond 35 ft. in length, with a mean girth of 78 in. and a 
content of 118*3, is too large to be removed with the ap¬ 
pliances generally at our command, from the spot whdte it has* 
been felled, ^e miist refer the professional reader to Sir 
Howard Douglas’s work for the rules by which he is Ip be 
guided in calculsiting the specific gravity of his materials, as 
well as for instructiijns how to convey them in every emergency 
to the point where tlpy are wanted. * But we should do ih- 
justice both to our author and to the important subject which 
he discusses, if we failed to transcribe the following sentences:— 
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‘Bridges of rafts being In general only temporary expedients, 
resorted to upon sudden emergencies, the construction should be«Buch 
’ as to effect the purpose with the least means consistent wi^th safety; 
and this we are now to consider. 

‘A fir-tree of 4*33 feet mean girth, and 30 in length, contains 
44’9 cubic feet, and will float 1128 lbs. §ix of these will float 
6768 lbs. Deduct the weight of 5 balks oFoak, 4 inches wide, 6 
inches deep, and 26 feet long; also the weight of 2-inch planks, 
suflScient for a floor 10 feet wide, and 12 long; in all about/1981 lbs.; 
and there will remain 4787 lbs. for the weight which each raft is 
capable of bearing. If the rafts are 12 feet distant from centre 
to centre, and the whole bridge covered with infantry filing across, 
each will have to sustain 12 men nearly; which, taken at 180 lbs. 
per man, is 2160 lbs., leaving 2627 lbs. for the remaining buoyancy 
of each raft. 

‘If the timber be well seasoned, and has not been long in the 
water, infantry may pass under a front of 4 men, ranks 30 inches 
from each othe^ by which each raft will have to bear 16 men 
(2880lbs.); retaining a.buoyancy, hty calculation, of 1907lbs. But, 
in general, the excess by calculation should be greater than this, to 
allow for loss* and deficiency! of buoyancy. 

‘ The mean diameter of a tree whose mean girth is 4*33 feet, is 
'^*38 feet. A raft of 6 trees of this size will be 8*28 feet wide; and 
the interval between two rafts, placed 12 feet between centres, will 
be 3*72 feet; a space sufheient to allow a great part cd'the superficial 
current to pass. 

‘ Cavalry may pass by twos, bht intervals of 3 feet should be left; 
^vrhen each float will have to sustain about 2632 lbs., the weight of 
two men and their horses. 

‘ The weight of a light six-pounder and limber, complete, with 4 
horses and 2 drivers, is about 8000 lbs.; but as these cover about 34 
feet in the march, they will always be sustained by 3 floats directly, 
and further supported by the adjoining two. Three floats could 
bear this weight, viz., 2667 lbs. each, as we have seen; but, to 
render the operation quite safe, intervals of 15 feet should be allowed 
between guns in crossing, in order that the weight may be borne by 
aU the floats which are reached by the balks actually pressed upon. 

‘Heavy guns ^hould be unlimbered, and drawn across by hand, 
with long ropes lb keep the men at a distance from them. The 
weight of a 9-pounder gun and carriage is about 2856 lbs., which, 
being more concentrated than any of the other weights here con¬ 
sidered, will be most severe upon the bridge.* 

The following description of a bridge of this sort, constructed 
. at ai* critical moment % a portion of that qprps of which we 

* ‘ By imbibing water.* K the ends are not larred, dry timber will 
increase its weight one-sixth by two or thrle days’ immersion.’ 
f. t ^ By being full of sap when cut.' 
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hope ere long to see the revival, will interest the general 
reader: - 

‘ In July, 1809, when Sir Arthur Wellesley’s head-quarters were 
established at Placencia, it became necessary to secure the means by 
which a junction might be formed with Cuesta. Two companies of 
the Staff Corps were accordingly sent, with a strong working party, 
to Baragona, to makd a bridge across the Tietar. This river, though 
deep only on one side at that part, is so wide as to have required 15 
pontoons to form the bridge which the French constructed there 
some time before, and which, upon retiring to Talavera, they of 
course entirely destroyed. 

‘The officer sent to-re-establish a communication across that river 
could find no other materials with which to effect this than the 
timber of a large inn and its outhouses, about a mile and a half 
distant, and some pine-trees that grew in a neighbouring wood. The 
building was therefore immediately unroofed, and timber of the fol¬ 
lowing descriptions and dimensions procured from its demolition. 
Six beams of dry fir, each about 20 ft. long and 2 ft. square; three 
or four hundred rafters, about 10 ft. long, and 6 in. by 4, in section ; 
six large doors; and 20 running feet of mange|s from the stables.. 
The six large beams were formed into a raft about 20 ft. long and 12 
wide; the buoyancy of which was therefore about 13,500 lbs. The 
rafters formed the beams, and the planks of the mangers the floor. 
This raft had to support a floor about 30 ft. long, to which it was 
fully adequate; its extreme buoyancy being sufficient to float 60 or 
70 men, exclusive of the weight of floor; and half of that buoyancy 
being not much more than was required for the weights "that had to 
cross it. In the shallower parts of the section piles were driven ifl^ 
the bottom of the river, and caps of light material laid across: the 
beams were formed of young pine-trees, 30 ft. long, and about 7 inches 
in diameter. The doors and mangers of the inn. being too thick for 
the only nails that were forthcoming, were secured to the beams by 
ribands formed of young pines split thus ©, which were laid over 
the ends of the planks, and tied, with willow twigs, to the outside 
beams and to the caps of the piles. The raft was made fast to a 
sheer-line, attached to a tree on one side of the river, and to a stake 
driven into the sand on the other. A trestle, and two large wooden 
mallets, made on the spot, were used to set and drive the piles. On 
the f 18th of July the army crossed the Tietar by this bridge, and 
by Miajados marched to Jalayuela.’ 

The fitness of casks for bridge purposes, as well as of all 
other light vessels, which, whether made of deal or skins, can 
be rendered air-tight, needs, after what has been already stated, 
no demonstration. With casks, indeed, provided they be large 
enough, bridges may be constructed on an emergency which shall 
sustain, not infantry alone, but cavalry and field artillery also. 
Six wine-pipes, lashed together, would make a very gooj raft. 
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Its weight would not much exceed that of one formed with 
two large cylindrical pontoons, and it would sustain a burthen 
less than a pontoon raft by four or five cwt, only. And 
>«mall armies or corps are continually liable to be thrown into 
•ituations where a knowledge of this fact may be of the utmost 
importance to them. Thus, in mountainous and difficult coun¬ 
tries, where carriages are unable to travel*' it will always be 
possible to transport on mules, or even by hand, empty casks 
enough, with the necessary planks and beams, to bridge over the 
sort of rivers which may be expected, in such districts, to cross 
our line of march. And if our field of operation compel us to 
traverse a desert, the casks and skins in whicii water for the use 
of the troops is conveyed may prove of immense service after we 
«hall have emptied them. Thus Alexander’s army passed the 
Oxus on rafts made of skins stuffed with dry grass. (Arrian, lib.iii. 
cap, 29.). We arc informed by Livy that Hannibal’s Spanish 
infantry crossed the Khone by swimming with the assistance 
of inflated leathern bags; and Cajsar states that it was a com¬ 
mon practice with* the Spanish and Portuguese light infantry 
to pass rivers in this manner. Nor is modern authority wanting 
ia support of these statements. Colonel Chesney, in his 
‘Expedition for the Survey of the Euphrates,’ — a valuable 
work, to which full justice has not been done, — describes 
in detail the sort of rafts (consisting of logs of timber sup¬ 
ported on ’inflated skins) which are still used, for trading and 
ether purposes, in tlie rivers of Western Asia. These are facts 
which every educated and thoughtful officer will carefully re¬ 
gister against the hour of need; for where cattle follow an 
army (and the army is in a bad plight which is not so attended), 
materials for the construction of rafts never can be wanting. 
We have only to take the skins of the slaughtered beasts, and 
deal with them properly, and a very effective floating vessel is 
at our disposal. 

‘ The following experiment,’ says Sir Howard Douglas, * was 
made with an ox-hide trimmed into a circular shape, of about. 5 ft. 6 
in. in diameter. The skin was drawn together at the edge, and firmly 
bound round a tube made of alder-tree, having the pith removed; and a 
piece of leather was nailed upon the inner end, as a valve to prevent 
the air from escaping. The vessel was infiated by a common hand- 
bellows, and floated 300 lbs.; and, without any application to close 
the pores of the skin, remained nearly fully inflated for five 
hours; at the end of twenty-four hours, it was still found capable of 
floating 150 lbs. The weight of the skin was 45 lbs.; so that by 
this expedient great power of floatation may be packed in small 
space, and easily transported. Skins may be preserved for a con- 
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siderable time by common salt; and if covered with a solution of 
gum, or any glutinous substance, more particularly at the part 
which corresponds to the back of the animal, where skins are always 
most porous, they will retain the air for a very considerable time. 
By means of the wooden tubes, the skins may be re-inflated in 
succession at any time, without withdrawing them, by merely turning 
up the tube, taking oflT the lashing, which, as a precaution, should 
be made to close thh vessel efl'ectually below the valve, and th9(i 
using the bellows as before.’ 

It is obvious that, in order to accomplish our purpose with 
rafts thus hastily constructed, wc must have means at hand 
for making them fast in the river; and as we are supposed to 
be in all respects reduced to our shifts,—as regular anchors and 
cables-cannot be within reach, how shall we supply their place«»? 
In many ways. For cables, a quantity of stout cord, such ao 
is used in packing, well twisted together, -will suffice^ failing 
these, willow-withs or coarse grass may bo turned to account. 
In lieu of anchors, heavy stones with ring-bolts let into them, 
wooden grapnels, and loaded fascines, may he resorted to. 

Perhaps, of all the expedients to which armies in the field arc 
forced to have recourse in order to facilitate their movement^ 
and to keep up their communications, the construction of 
bridges upon trestles is the least satisfactory. A bridge on 
trestles can hardly be put together at all if the bed of the 
river be rocky or muddy, or the river itself be very deep or fluc¬ 
tuating in its course. Such a bridge will never hoM its ground 
agmnst any sudden rise, for if one vessel be swept away, the 
undue pressure upon the rest becomes fatal. Still, forasmuch 
as a trestle bridge is perhaps the easiest of all bridges to con¬ 
struct, and that it serves every purpose, where the stream hap¬ 
pens to be quiet and of moderate depth, the student will do 
well not to overlook the section in Sir Howard Douglas’s work 
which treats of such bridges generally. He will there be shown 
of what materials trestles can be formed; how they are driven, as 
well in deep water as in shallow; what sort of balks are most 
suitable for connecting one with another; what weight of flooring 
is required, and how it is to be procured and laid down. For 
our own parts, we must content ourselves with giving, in the 
language of our author, two instances: one of failure in a 
trestle bridge through an accident which could not be guarded 
against; another, of its complete accomplishment of a proposed 
object in the face of difficulties of which the extent seems to 
have been enormous. 

<The little reliance that can be placed on trestles was se¬ 
riously experienced in the operations on the Guadiana in 1811, 
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wh^n it became necessary to lay a bridge across that river at 
Jerumenn. Notwithstanding the reports and assurances of the 
Portuguese government that the river abounded in serviceable craft, 
and that 20 large boats, which had formerly served for a bridge, were 
at Alvas, only live of those boats had been taken from Badajos, and 
no other means could bo found in addition, to make a floating bridge 
across the river. But the officer of Engineers, Captain Squire, did 
everything that could be done, to construct, by bther means, a bridge 
across the river. The five boats w^ire applied in the usual way in 
the middle part of the stream; and, the depth towards the sides not 
exceeding 6 or 7 feet, the communication was completed with each 
bank by trestles. The bridge being finished, the troops were as¬ 
sembly ready to commence the movement, when a sudden rise of the 
river, to the extent of many feet, took place, swept away the 
trestles, and rendered the adjoining ford impassable. The commu¬ 
nication being thus broken up, the five Spanish boats were imme¬ 
diately formed into two flying bridges for the cavalry and artillery— 
one formed of two, and the other of three boats — and a bridge^ for 
the infantry was constructed with some pontoons, and casks procured 
from the neighbouring villages, to complete it.' 

As a counterpart to this, take the following: — 

‘On the retreat from Moscow in 1812, Napoleon and the wreck 
of his army crossed the Beresina on two trestle bridges. 

‘ The Bussians having cut the bridge at Borisow, and being in 
position, in great strength, on the right bank of the river, it became 
impracticable for the French to effect a passage there. It was 
generally expected that Napoleon, checked at that point, would en¬ 
deavour to pass the river below Borisow; and, accordingly, "the 
Bqssians directed their attention and movements to the Lower 
Beresina, whilst Napoleon turned, with infinite ability, to attempt 
the passage near Weselovvo, about four leagues higher up. 

‘ General Eble, of the Engineers, who, from the beginning of the 
campaign, had made all the arrangements for the equipment and 
construction of military bridges, was specially charged with the im¬ 
portant duty of providing for the passage of this river: and he dis¬ 
charged that duty with a degree of forecast and ability to which, 
certainly, Napoleon owed his escape, and the wreck of his army its 
safety. 

‘ General Eble began to prepare,.at Smolensk©, for the difficulties 
which he foresaw in this operation. lie formed, with every care, a 
train sufficient for the transport of all the tools and stores that might 
be required; and, further to provide against casualties and accidents, 
every man belonging to the companies of pontoneers was obliged to 
carry from Smolensko a tool or implement of some kind, and a pro¬ 
portion of nails. Fortunate was it for the army that he did so; for 
such was the difficulty in bringing up the carriages containing stores, 
that only two forge waggons, and six caissons of tools and nails, 
could be preserved. To these the General added a quantity of iron¬ 
work taken from the wheels of carriages that were abandoned on the 
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march. Much was sacrificed to bring off these valuable materials for 
making clamps and fastenings; but, as S6gur observes, that exer¬ 
tion “ sauva rarm<*e,” 

‘ The breadth of the Beresina at Wesolowo is about 100 yards— the 
greatest depth from 6 to 7 feet—the bottom muddy — the current 
moderate, but much loose ice Avas drifting down. The right bank is 
usually very marshy and soft; but the frost bad hardened the ground, 
and made it practicable for carriages to approach the river. 

‘The preparatory works were commenced at about 5 p.m. on the 
25th. Timber was procured frofn the demolition of houses. Tlie 
height given to the trestles varied from 3 to 9 feet, according to the 
part of the river in which they were to be placed. The length of 
the ridge-beam was 14 feet. Twenty-three trestles ;tvere d#fgiied 
for each bridge, and consequently t<venty-four bays, or intervals, of 
about 13 feet. Trees about 16 or 17 feet long, and from 5 to 6 
inches in diameter, were felled for beams and applied in the round, 
there being no time to square them. For the superstructure or 
roadikay of the bridge, intended for the artillery and other carriages, * 
round timber, from 15 to 16 feet long and from 3 to 4 inches in dia¬ 
meter, was collected. For the flooring of the bridge for the infantry 
and cavalry, old planks, about 7 or 8 feet long, and 5 or 6 inches broad,' 
and half an inch thick, to be placed in three layers, were torn off the 
houses. 

‘ At daylight, on the 26th, it was announced to Napoleon that the 
division of Tchaplitz had moved from its position on the otlu r side 
of the river. Napoleon immediately ordered some troops to be 
thrown across, and the two bridges to be commenced. Both were 
immediately begun ; and, at the same time, some cavalry,*'each dra¬ 
goon taking an infantry soldier behind him, swam across ? whilst, by 
three small rafts, each capable of carrying about ten men, three or 
four companies of light infantry were likewise thrown over: these 
in a short time cleared the right bank of the river of the cossacks 
who still hovered about. Great difficulty was experienced in placing 
and keeping the trestles steady, until the floor could be laid, and, by 
its weight, fix them. No small boats could be had to facilitate the 
work; and the frost was so severe, that many of the pontonj^ers, who 
were obliged to remain in the water throughout tliese operations, 
nearly perished with cold. At about 1 p.m. on the 26th, the bridge 
for the infantry and cavalry being finished, the divisionsofLe Grand 
and Dombrouski, amounting to about 7000 men, crossed ; and an 
8-pounder and howitzer, with their waggons, and some others wdth 
musket ammunition, were taken over ; in doing wliich it was neces¬ 
sary to observe the greatest circumspection and caution. The bridge 
destined for carriages (the construction of which was suspended for 
about twp hours in order to finish the other the sooner) was com¬ 
pleted at about 4 p. m. and the artillery and other carriages immedi¬ 
ately began’to pass. The roadway of this bridge being composed of 
round timber, the movement of the carriages on so rough a surface, and 
the pace of the horses, which, notwitlistanding the orders that had 
been given to the contrary, were permitted to trot, caused the most 



480 Military Bridges* Oct. 

violent shocks to the bridge. The trestles sank, unequally, in the 
nluddy bottom; great undulations in the superstructure, and incli¬ 
nations of the trestles to either side, ensued; and these occasioned 
still greater strains.—The feet of some of the trestles separated, and 
three fractures in the roadway took place. Fresh beams were laid, 
but soon afterwards three trestles broke. The pontoneers resumed 
their work, and at 11 o’clock, the bridge being again practicable, the 
carriages recommenced crossing. On the 27th, at 2 A.M., three 
trestles, in the deepest part of the river, gave way : the pontoneers 
immediately set about repairing the disaster, but this proved a very 
dii&cult operation. It was effected, however; and the communica¬ 
tion being re-established, the movements were resumed at about 6 
A.*. Again two trestles broke, but they were repaired after about 
twq hours’ labour; the movements continued, and thus a small por¬ 
tion of the vast material of the grand army was saved. 

‘ The trestles of the bridge on the right, being only for cavalry and 
infantry, did not give way; but tlie thin planks which formed the 
roadway, having suffered much from the use which had been m0e of 
them, as coverings to the houses from which they had been torn, 
could not be solidly fixed, and were constantly getting deranged, 
splitting under the horses’ feet, or breaking into holes. To obviate 
this as mucli as possible, the floor was strewed with tow and hay, and 
the covering frequently renewed and readjusted. 

* When the Impei ial Guard began to move, the stragglers dispersed 
in the surrounding woods and villages, who had not taken advantage 
of the first night to cross the river, now rushed from all sides, and 
flocked to the river in one dense and confused mass, which soon 
choked up the narrow entrances to the bridges. The foremost, im¬ 
pelled by tfiose who followed, were driven upon the guards and pon¬ 
toneers, who were endeavouring to keep a passage open for the troops. 
In repressing these crowds of fugitives, many were trodden under 
foot in the melee, others thrown upon the floating ice, and great 
numbers, unable to regain the bridge, or to reach the shore, perislied 
in the river. The efforts of Napoleon and his officers to reestablish 
order were unavailing. So great was the confusion, that force was 
necessary to clear a passage even for the Emperor, who crossed at 
about 2 r.M. with about 6000 of the guard, under Ney. The troops 
continued to pass till the morning of the 29th; but multitudes of 
stragglers, benumbed wdth the cold, were unable to avail themselves of 
this last opportunity ; and about eight in the morning. General £ble, 
seeing the Russians advancing, was obliged to set fire to the bridges, 
leaving vast quantities of ammunition, artillery, and baggage,— 
thousands of men, and many women and children, to the mercy of the 
enemy, and to the rigours of the climate.’* 

Passing by our author’s remarks on * Pile Bridges,’ not be¬ 
cause they are unimportant, but because bridges of this sort are 
as common in civil as in military architecture, we proceed to 


* S^ur. 
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the last, and certainly not the least interest Ing, of the portions 
into which his treatise is divided. An army in retreat rarely 
omits to break down one or more of the arches in every stone 
bridge which it crosses. An army in pursuit must be able to 
repair such breaches, and to do so speedily, if it hope to over¬ 
take the fugitives. A corps or advanced guard, passing through 
a mountainous district, is continually liable to be brought up by 
streams which roar and brawl within precipitous banks, perhaps 
fifty feet above the level of the water. An advanced guard is 
never secure against tlie interruption of a canal, a broad drain, 
or a narrow' river. A storming party may have a wet ditch to 
pass ere it can touch the escarp of .i redoubt. VVliat is to be 
done to enable the troops to surmount each of tho obstacles 
wdien it occurs ? In the first case moans must be hmnd for 
connecting the separated })icrs. In all the rest, the tact and in- 
genuit;^ of the pontonievs must be taxed to throw a suspciision 
Inidgc across the gap. The following general instructions will 
be 1‘ouud well worth the notice of all wdiose position or tastes 
lead them to the investigation of such questions: — 

* When beams cannot be bbtained of sufricient size, in section, to 
enable them to support tlie weights they liave to bear, the most ob¬ 
vious method of increasing the strength is to attach two (►r more of 
them tt)gcthei\ One. oI‘ tliera should be placed above the other, rather 
than by its side; lor since the transverse strength of beams varies 
Avitli tlic breadth and llie square of the depth, vertically, it is^evident 
that, with e(|ual areas of section, that beam is the strongest wliose 
depth is the greatest. It should be observed, however, that tiiia 
manner of placing two beams can only be used when tlieir bedding 
is so secure that tliere is no risk of their turning over. Tiie united 
strength of two beams so placed will be increased by preventing them 
from sliding upon another at the surfaces of contact; which may be 
accomplished by cutting rectangular notches opposite to one another, 
transversely, in the upper surface of the lower beam and tlie under 
surlace of the other, and placing pieces of hard wood in the holes 
thus formed; the intention being to make the fibres of one piece of 
timber act against those of the other in the direction of their lengths. 

‘When tlje length of a beam is to be increased, two or more 
of them must be scarfed together. The simplest contrivance for this 
purpose is to notch the ends of two beams rectangularly, and to holt 
them together. The method would he sufficiently advantageous if 
the timber were intended to serve as a pillar, hut not so if it were 
to be a tie-beam^ as the strength to resist a longitudinal strain 
depends wholly on the bolts, which may he bent by such a strain. 

‘ Tlic beams of the famous bridge at SeLafl'hausen were so scarfed 
that the parts could not be separated by a longitudinal strain, unless 
the bolt were burst.’ 

I^osscssing a knowledge of these truths, and a general ac- 
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quaintance with the principles on which a system of beams is 
combined for the purpose of forming the roof of an ordinary 
building, an officer will experience little difficulty, provided 
there be adequate means at his disposal, in connecting the piers 
of a ruined bridge upon a river of which both banks arc in his pos¬ 
session. But, in following up an enemy, this can seldom be the 
case, and then it is that the skill and ingenuity of the engineer 
arc taxed. Listen to Sir Howard, and examine at the same 
time his diagram, of which we subjoin a copy. 

‘ In restoring, by carpentry, communications across broken arches, 
and (as in following up a retreating army) when only one side of 
the impediment can be got at, tlic great difficulty is to get the 
first beam across the gap. The metliod of effecting this was fi’c- 
quently resorted to in the Peninsula. For this a pair of wlieels 
and an axle-tree are sufficient; and the process is so incapable of 



injuring them, that gun or waggon wlipels, or limbers, may with 
great propriety be used, taking care, if a limber, with its shafts 
(the amhiunition boxes being removed), is employed, to lash two 
beams (one of Avhich, A B, only appears in the figure) to the shafts, 
so as to project beyond the wheels. Then, the beam C, to be laid 
over, be placed on skids sufficiently high, the carriage, with the 
beams A fixed as described, is backed till the axle-tree is a little 
within one end of the beam C: the beams A are then elevated, at 
the ends where the men are, in the figure, till their opposite points 
are so much depressed as to admit of the cross-beam B being placed 
underneath the beam C, which is to be laid across the impediment. 
The lever A is then worked downwards,, and as soon as tlie beam is 
lifted, the whole is ea.sily moved forward to the edge of the gap, 
where a high sill should be laid, to prevent the wheels from ap¬ 
proaching too near.’ 

Again: — 

* The stone bridge across the Coa at Almeida, having been 
destroyed by the French in their retreat, and a passage across the 
river there being necessary for the operations of the allied array, a 
communication w’as established in the following manner:—Notches 
A, B were made in the masonry, and two frames, AF, BE, eased 
down, vertically, from the edges of the gap, in the upright positions 
A F, B E, resting upon the notches A, B. Two tackles, applied to 
each frame, led* to ring-bolts set in the masonry at about 30 feet 
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from the gap. Fifty men being put to each tackle, the frames 
were lowered down to cross each otlier at II. Gang boards were 
then shoved out, and men sent to put in key-bolts, previously pre¬ 
pared : a ridge-piece was then fixed .in the fork H, tlie beams laid, 



of the staff corps, in repairing two arches in the bridge at St.- 
Jean-de-Luz, which the enemy, after their defeat on the Nivelle, 
liad broken down ; but we should only repeat in substance what 
is here given in sufficient detail. We go on, therefore, to notice 
other exigencies for which every leader of an advanced corps 
ought to be prepared—such as his arrival at the bank of a narrow 
but deep river, where there is neither a bridge nor any ostensible 
means of forming one — where boats are not to be had — and 
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only a few trees grow, all of them too short to he stretched from 
one bank to another. If, indeed, there be one tree within 
reach long enough to stretch across, he is safe enough. He has 
only to fell it into the water, confining the trunk to its own 
bank, and letting the current force the head round to the oppo¬ 
site side. The branches will be sure to get jammed there with 
great force, which will assist the natural buoyancy of the tree 
in carrying weight. But we assume that, though] there are 
trees, none happen to be of sufficient length to effect this object. 
What is the officer to do ? 

‘ If the river be too wide to be spanned by one tree, and that two 
or three men can, in any nianiier, get across, let a large tree be felled 
into the water on each side, and placed close to the banks, opposite 
to eacli other, wdth their heads upwards. Fasten a rope to the head 
of each tree — confine the trunks — shove the heads off to receive the 
lection of the current, and ease off the ropes, so tliat the branches 
may meet in the middle of the river, in an angle pointing upwards : 
the branches of the trees will be jammed together by the force of the 
current, and so be sufficiently united to form a tolerable communi¬ 
cation, when a few of the upper branches arc cleared away. If 
insufficient, towards tlie middle of the river, to bear the weight of 
men crossing, a few stakes, with forks left near their heads, may bo 
thrust down, through the brancljcs, to the bottom of the river, and 
hitched to the main branches ol‘ the trees; or the force of the current 
may be made to yield vertieal support to the communication, by ap¬ 
plying few planks, forming a plane, inclined to tlie surface of the 
current in an angle of about 50° : by this means, that poiver whicli, 
in the flying bridge, acts horizontally, may be obtained vertically, in 
a manner that will greatly add to the stability of the rough 
structure.’ 

Another ingenious method of constructing a bridge in a 
hurry is this. An officer has at his disposal a pair of wheels,—a 
gun carriage will do,—connected by the axle-tree, a few beams, 
and a sufficiency of rope. He fastens the ends of tw'O beams, 
A B and C D, to the axle on one side, and to the beams A D, on 



the other he regulates the opening A G D according to the known 
breadth and dcjith of the impediment to be surmounted, and pre¬ 
pares his floor of a few light planks. It is laid, and at a conve¬ 
nient season the whole machine is run up from the rear, and 
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pushed forward info the river or ditch, till the extremity C C 
mainly rests upon the near edge. The wheel is thus in the middle 
of the water, and by letting go the line which keeps G A C in 
an elevated position, that section of the bridge falls, and a com¬ 
munication between the opposite sides is cstablislied. The merit 
of this invention belongs to the late Lieut.-Gen. Sir William 
Congreve, of the Hoyal Artillery. He meant his bridge to 
attend columns of attack in the assault of field works, on which 
occasions we doubt not that it would prove very serviceable. • 

Suspension bridges arc important chiefly as establishing the 
coiumunication of an army with its rear, and enabling it to 
pass rivers which the enemy have long abandoned and of which 
we are tlicrefore in full possession. The principles on which 
they arc constructed demand no elucidation at our hands. They 
do not vary, whether the bridges themselves be dcsignei^ 
to facilitate warlike operations or peaceful traffic. One great 
difference, howev'cr, is found in them—that whereas the civil 
engineer has iron rods and tics at his disposal, the military 
artificer is obliged to depend upon ropes and timber. One of 
the most beautiful specimens ever executed of bridge architecture 
of this sort was presented to the admiring gaze of the British 
army in 1812. Sir Howard has made it the frontispiece to his 
treatise. We cannot do better than leave to him the pleasant 
task of describing it. 

‘ One of the princii)al arches of Trajan’s bridge across the Tagus, 
at Alcantara, having been destroyed by tlie French, Lord Wellington 
found it necessary to direct that a connnnnication over that bridge 
should be re-established, for the purpose of briiiguig up artillery and 
stores from Badajos for the attack of the forts at Salamanca. Timber 
of sufficient dimensions to effect this could not easily be procured ; 
and, indeed, any application of that material to make good such a 
fracture would have been extremely difficult, and required much 
labour to be performed on the spot in fashioning, framing, and 
setting-up the work; and which, consequently, would have given 
warning to the enemy before the campaign opened of some important 
movement in that quarter being intended. 

‘ To obviate these difficulties and objections the officer sent in April, 
1812, to make preparations for this operations — a man of fertile 
genius and great practical knowledge — happily devised an applica¬ 
tion of cordage, which might be prepared secretly and even in 
privacy at any distance from the place at which it was to be used ; 
it might also be easily transported thither entire, and speedily 
stretched acros^ whenever it might be required. The formidable 
impediment was very nearly 100 feet wide. The materials of which 
this extraordinary work was constructed were as follow; — 

*1.4 beams of poplar, each 30 feet long, 12 by 8 inches. 

* 2. 8 ditto, each 20 feet long, 6 inches square. 
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* * 3. 48 joists, eacli 12 feet long, 3 by 5 inches. 

‘4. 120 ditto, each 12 feet long, 1^ by 5 inches. 

‘5. 100 half-inch screw bolts, each 10 inches long. 

‘6. 100 inch-and-half planks, each 12 feet long, 1 wide. 

‘7. 50 two-inch planks for the ends, same dimensions. 

‘8. 10 triple blocks, sheaves 12 inches diameter, brass cogged 
and iron pinbcd. 

* 9. 10 double ditto, ditto. 

‘ 10. 10 double blocks, sheaves 6 inches diameter, for working 
tackles and guys. 

* 11. 10 single ditto, ditto. 

‘ 12. 450 fathoms 6| rope, for great net and bridge bearers. 

‘ 13. 200 ditto 4J- rope for falls, for bridge tackles. 

‘ 14. 200 ditto 21 rope, for working tackles and guys. 

‘15. 100 ditto 41 rope, for straps round the beams. 

‘ 16. 1000 ditto 3 and 4 yarn, spun yarn. 
t ‘ 17. 140 yards strong tarred canvas. 

* 18. 500 weight bars of iron, for cramps and bolts. 

‘ 19. 200 lbs. of lead. 

‘ Tar, rosin, grease, marling spikes, fids, old canvas for par¬ 
celling, salvages, straps, tail tackles, twine needles, a 
portable forge, blacksmiths’, masons’, and carpenters* 
tools, drill hammers, scrapers, and needles. 

‘ Two pontoon carriage.s. 

‘ Four crabs or small capstans. 

♦ 

‘ The rope-work was put together in the pontoon house at Elvas, 
in the following manner:—two beams (1 in the preceding list), 
laid on trestles 4 feet high, placed 90 feCit asunder, were first se¬ 
cured to the end walls of the house by tackles and braces. I'he 
6^-inch cable was then stretched in eighteen lengths, or rows, round 
the beams with a uniform, moderate strain, such as to admit of the 
parts or rows of the cable being drawn together by strong lashings, 
at alternate points, and formed into a body of net-work ; the two 
outside rows of the cable being first steadied by tackles to tho side 
walls of the house, to resist the inward strains resulting from the 
process and to retain the net-work of uniforn|.^^idth throughout. 

* Cross beams having channels cut in themi^ and seared to smooth¬ 
ness with a heated iron (the arm of an axletree) were then laid on 
the net-work, each notch receiving its corresponding portion of rope, 
and firmly lashed by spun yarn at all the crossings. 

‘ The beams were prepared in a novel and ingenious manner, with 
the materials mentioned in the preceding list. At each end of a 
beam, two of those of the narrower dimensions were connected with 
it by screw bolts, and in this manner jointed beams, formed alter¬ 
nately of single and double pieces, were easily set ijj), and prolonged 
to tlie full length of the floor of the intended communication when 
required for use. 

‘ Several important objects were accomplished by this ingenious 
contrivance. The individual parts were of very convenient length 
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for being transported on carriages, easily put together, and readily 
adjusted as the work proceeded. The beam of the larger dimension 
in breadth was used for the single part, whilst two of half that 
dimension were applied to form the link which connected it with 
the next single beam, and these gave to the whole a sufficient and 
nearly uniform strength. Joints resting upon cross pieces permitted 
the beams to confirm, by their flexibility, with the curvature of the 
bridge: and the bearing of the double portions of the beams on each 
cross-piece, being nearly 8 indies, was more favourable to the solidity 
of the whole than could have been effected in any other manner. 
The beams, thus formed and laid atnwart the cross-pieces, had their 
joints adjusted to lay exactly on those bearers, and were then firmly 
. lashed at each end of the bridge. 

‘ Planks for flooring were provided, with holes bored in the end 
of each, to admit of their being lashed to the beams, and to eacli 
other. 

‘ This vast net, when* completed, witli its end beams, was rolled 
up, firmly bound together, and loaded on a pontoon carriage. 'J’he 
means of transport for the whole apparatus were two pontoon car¬ 
riages, each drawn by six oxen ; eight large ears, each drawn by 
four oxen; and the lighter materials in seventeen cars, drawn by 
two oxen each. 

‘ At a sufficient time previous to the removal of the materials for 
application, an intelligent ofliccr, Lieutenant Perry, was sent to 
superintend the cutting of channels in the masonry of the bridge, 
to receive the straining beams, to which tackles were to be fixed. 

‘ To facilitate the laying of the bridge, two strong hawsers, re¬ 
presented by the lines drawn longitudinally under tlie li3or of the 



bridge, were stretched across the gap as conductors, upon which the 
further end of the net-work might be hauled over. 
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‘ A tarpaulin, 4- feet wide, was stretched alonp; the outside ropes, 
as a blind for cattle and horses; and tackles fixed to two of the cross 
beams and to ring-bolts set in the masonry below, to brace and 
steady the bridge. A railing, formed of posts and ropes, completed 
this extraoi dinary work ; aiui the whole was finished in time to open 
a passage across the Tagus for the column of siege artillery, under 
Colonel Sir Alexander Dickson, who crossed it on the 11th, and 
arj’ived at Salamanca on tljc 2()th of June.’ 

Here, then, we bring to a close our analysis of Sir Howard’s 
very able work. The extent to which our remarks have been 
carried—not less than the nature and length of our quotations 
— sufficiently vouch for the degree of estimation in which we 
hold it. J5ut we should be untrue to our craft were we to let it 
pass out of our hands absolutely scatheless. We think that 
Sir Howard is not always happy, either in his stylo or in the 
jarrangeinent of his subjects. Tlie former is loose, sometimes 
tobscure, not unfrcfjuently tautological. The latter Avould be 
very much imjirovcd were the order in which lie has placed 
his sections less involved, and in some striking instances in¬ 
verted. AVe allude especially to that section or chapter with 
which the treatise 0 [)cns; and which, if received into the 
volume at all — of wliich we arc doubtful — would have stood 
better at the end of the book than at the beginning. How¬ 
ever, these are defects which indicate rather lack of skill in 
the author than of intelligence in the man. The Treatise 
on IMilftary Bridge-making has obtained, as it deserves, a 
Eurojiean reputation. And we recommend it to the officers of 
the army, as a w'ork which wdll prove to them not the less 
useful, that it will demand fi-om tlicm, while studying it, their 
best and most concentrated attention. 


Art. VII. — 1. Report from the Select Copfimittee on Newspaper 
Stamps ; together with the Proceedings iof the Committee^ and 
Minutes of Evidence. Printed by Order of the House of 
Commons. 

2. Speeches of the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone^ Chancellor (jf 
the Exchequer, April ]8<//, Julg Ist^ and July 2\st^ 1853, 

3. Speech of Richard Cohden, Esq., M.P., at Holmfirth, Fe¬ 
bruary Ind, 1853. 

Tp Mr. Tadpole had politically survived as a member of the 
present generation, on whom the latter days of the world of 
party seem to have come, he would certainly, to his profound 
remark about the utility of ‘ good cries,’ have added a lament- 
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ation over their scarcity. Whether or not it he that, in the 
lapse of time and the progress of reform, we are really running 
short of grievances—that is, of popular and exciting grievances 
—there has of late been manifest a great eagerness to seize, and 
' a greater reluctance to part with, any epithet at all serviceable in 
political agitation. Complaints are kept up after the grievances 
have been redressed; names are retained after the things have 
ceased to be; and the phrases, arguments, and machinery em¬ 
ployed against one thing arc sometimes transferred to another 
without much regard to connexion or resemblance. With all 
respect to many well-motived men who have implicated them¬ 
selves in the transaction, we have still to say, as the result 
of a careful and, we hope, impartial inquiry into a subject 
the importance of which has hitherto perhaps been insuf¬ 
ficiently appreciated—that an iini)crmis8ible license in this 
practice of transferring epithets, arguments, and agitation has 
been taken by those who, since Lord Monteaglc’s budget of 
1836, have been keeping up the cry about * taxes on know¬ 
ledge,’ and that it will be scarcely possible to devise any decent 
excuse for those who may persist after IMr. Gladstone’s budget 
of 185.3. 

Is there not a primd facie improbability in the case of the 
agitators ? A tax on knowledge! AVhat party or class in this 
country, at this time of day, has any interest, or can rationally 
be suspected of any desire, to perpetuate such a folly and in¬ 
iquity ? And we put the question with no mental reservation 
or quibbling, but with the full admission that a tax on news¬ 
papers would be a tax on knowledge, and on very wholesome 
and useful knowledge. There might have been a time for such 
a charge—nay, we confess with shame that there actually was, 
at no more ancient period than 1836, But in all such matters 
there has been an utter revolution of opinion and feeling even 
among the most inveterate votaries of the old political reyirne: 
there is not now a man in Parliament who would not be both 
ashamed and afraid to utter the doctrines with which Mr. Spring 
Bice was encountered by the Tory members, when he constructed 
0he present admirable system. To imagine that there arc any who 
think they would profit by having the newspaper press fiscally 
burdened, is in fact at least as absurd as to think that there still 
linger some who desire (or at least would dream of avowing or 
acting on a desire) to see it politically trammelled. Not more 
rational is the insinuation we have occasionally seen, that public 
men—the previous, present, or expectant holders of office—find 
the press as it exists so subservient to their ends as distinguished 
from the public good, that they selfishly and corruptly resist a 
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change. The order of things from which this accusation is drawn 
has also passed away—newpapers have very obviously learned 
that there is more profit in popularity than even in such an 
amount of partisanship as is practically requisite and morally 
honest, and that the shortest and easiest cut to popularity is not 
defence but attack — nay, a rather large proportion of them 
seem to find their account in a constant cry of' naught, naught,’ 
directed against everything proposed, and everybody that pro¬ 
poses. No Ministry of late years can be said to have had even 
one thoroughgoing, trustworthy supporter among the London 
daily papers. Governments and parties, merely as such, now 
owe newspapers nothing— and are not the least likely or in¬ 
clined to tadee much trouble, far less to ‘do injustice, on their 
behalf. Again, when we see the British newspaper press not 
merely the only free one in Europe, but undeniably the best 
ih all the world, is it not rash to keep calling on us to help 
and pity it as bound and burdened ? Yet so much is there in 
a name, and in old associations, that there are people who, at 
the mention of ‘ the taxes on knowledge,’ are always ready, 
without more ado, to vote for what the Americans call ‘ indig- 
‘ nation resolutions,’ and sign any manner of petition — for¬ 
getting what has been done, not looking at what is, and taking 
no thought of what is to come. 

Several events and considerations seem to point out the 
present a favourable juncture for attempting to get the 
subject more fully and popularly understood. A committee of 
the House of Commons has made an inquiry and pronounced a 
deliverance; Mr. Cobden, on the part of the agitators, has ex¬ 
plicitly revealed the nature of the results they aim at acconqdisli- 
ing; and several Acts passed during the late Session have some¬ 
what altered the aspect of the question, and cleared away some 
things which obstructed, or were used so as tv^ obstruct, a fair 
view. When we find no press in the world to be compared to 
the British, and when we have it, as we shall sec, officially an¬ 
nounced by the agitators, that what they seek is * an entire re¬ 
volution,’ there is plainly enough to convince us that the ques¬ 
tion is one of no light public concernment. (| 

As we shall have occasion to challenge the decision at which 
the majority of the Committee of the House of Commons 
arrived,—to seek to show that they not only set aside the pre¬ 
sent system on entirely insufficient grounds, and on almost no 
evidence, but that their substitute is in all respects bad, and in 
one essential demonstrably impracticable,—it will tend to lessen 
our apparent presumption, and to explain how men of ability 
even tacitly lent their names to such a document, if we sacrifice 
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a few sentences to pointing out by what means the inquiry was 
got up, and in what manner it was conducted or misconducted. 
It was got up, and virtually managed throughout, by a society 
in London, called * The Association for Promoting the Repeal 
‘ of all the Taxes on Knowledge,’ whom we are not in the least 
blaming for doing with zeal what they think a good work. 
The Chairman of the Committee was the President of the Asso¬ 
ciation ; and of the acting members of the Committee a majority, 
if not all members of the Association, were known friends and 
sympathisers, and also men of energy and ability (for instance, 
Mr. Milner Gibson, Mr. Cobden, Mr. Ewart, and Sir J. Walrns- 
Icy), the remainder being gentlemen little interested or otherwise 
occupied. But it is on looking at the list of witnesses that the 
stmnge jmperfectness—if it be unparliamentary or otherwise 
improper to say one-sidedness—of the inquiry becomes fully 
apparent. The number of witnesses examined (besides one 
brought merely to explain an incidental point) was twenty-one. 
Of these five were functionaries of the Stamp Office and Post 
Office, called to speak as to the machinery and technicalities of 
the system, and who may be passed by with the remark that they 
all, so far as asked or allowed, indicated an opinion contrary to 
that at which the majority of the Committee arrived. Of the 
remaining sixteen, ten arc members of the Association, and 
another was a gentleman from America, procured by the same 
body for the special purpose of testifying in favouj* of their 
views. There remain five, whom wo may call the independent 
■witnesses; that is, witnesses selected, not for their proved parti¬ 
sanship, but as representative of certain interests or classes, or 
possessing a special knowledge. Of these one, and one only,— 
Mr. II. Cole, who was brought forward as having, from philan¬ 
thropic motives, ‘ turned his attention to the operation of the 
‘ Newspaper St^mp Lavy,’—gave a clear testimony in further¬ 
ance of the CWmittce’s ultimate decision; but it is worth 
remark in passing, that Mr. Cole’s arguments, and all his quoted 
authorities (as shown by their dates) refer to the former Four- 
penny, and not to the present Penny Stamp; that his main objec¬ 
tion to the present system would be removed by the Post Office 
adding to its present services the distribution of papers in the 
places of publication; and that he is decided in opinion that if 
the present system is changed the law must give a copyright in 
news. The other four witnesses were, a gentleman from the 
‘ Times,’whose testimony was quite adverse to the decision of the 
Committee; another from the ‘ Daily News,’ who declined to give 
even a modified approval, save under the tremendous condition 
of a law preventing one paper from copying the matter of 
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another; and the editor of the ‘ Scotsman,’ and Mr, W. H. Smitli, 
news-agent, both of whom gave strong evidence in favour of 
the existing system. With the single exception, therefore, of 
Mr. Cole, the decision of the Committee was come to against 
the evidence of all the witnesses, save those who were sum¬ 
moned, not as having a special interest or special means of 
knowledge, but as being active partisans of one view, and 
the originators of the inquiry. The strange—we do not say 
suspicious—selection of witnesses thus ap[)ears pretty plainly 
when we look at who were there; but it is still more manifest 
when wc consider who were mt. It will not be denied, that 
those connected by proprietorship or otherwise with the manage¬ 
ment of newspapers, must be in possession of facts and of 
opinions likely to have been useful to the Committee; and the 
Chairman of the Committee, and the Committee itself in the 
Report, declare, that the interest of the j)rcsent newspapers in 
the question is not only not a sinister interest, but that at least 
one, and that the largest section of the press, is the most 
<hrectly aggrieved by the existing system. In the Report 
(p. viii.) the Committee say, that they * find little evidence in 
‘ favour of the ojanion that the proprietors of existing news- 
‘ papers have an interest in the maintenance of the stamp, and 
‘ would be injured by its abolition;’ and wc find (Minutes of 
Proceedings, p. xxi.) that the Chairman desired to add to this 
an expression of opinion, ‘ that if the stamp were abolished, 

‘ papers of established reputation, and enjoying the public con- 
‘ fidence, either would not be aftected at all or would have their 
‘ circulation extended; ’ in p. vii. of the Report it is said, ‘ With 

* regard to the operation of the stamp on the established news- 
‘ papers, it is of course (?) obvious that, by increasing their cost, 

‘ it limits the field of their circulation; ’ on ]). viii. of the Report, 
we have the grand fundamental assertion, that ‘provincial news- 

* papers make little use of the post;’ and on p. xii. ‘the limita- 
‘ tion imposed by the stamp on the circulation of the best 

* newspapers,’ and ‘ the unfair competition to which stamped 
‘ newspapers arc exposed with unstamped publications,’ are 
assigned as two out of three reasons ^n favour of a change. 
Now here we have it laid down by the Committee themselves, 
that persons engaged in the working of the press as it exists, 
who know more and have thought more on the subject than 
any other class, arc also not only free from any 8])ecial or 
sinister interest, but are greatly wronged and injured by the 
present system. What, then, more natural, and indeed necessary, 
than that the Committee should have summoned before them fair 
and competent representatives of this class, and given due weight 
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to their testimony ? Let us see what was done. Two witnesses 
were examined from the London press, who gave testimony ad¬ 
verse to the conclusions of the Report; one from the Scotch press, 
also strongly adverse, and who has since published that he came 
unasked and was virtually sent away unheard; and none at all 
from tlie Irish press. There remains the great provincial press 
of England, numbering 220 newsj)aper8, and consuming annually 
18,000,000 or 20,000,000 of stamps. From that body the 
witnesses consisted only of, one gentleman, a Liverpool editor, 
(unless we are to reckon persons connected with abortive village 
papers who had got into trouble with the Stamp Office, which 
would only further strengthen oui present argument); and he 
(or he and they) certainly gave very strong opinions against the 
existing .system. Would not the natural inference from that be, 
that the bulk of persons connected with the English provincial 
press — ^\hom the Committee declare to be B})ecially ;iqualified 
and quite disinterested — arc in fivour of the Committee’s 
conclusions ? But on the first occasion afterwards when thesQ 
persons had an opj)ortiinity of spe.aking (a meeting of the Pro¬ 
vincial Newspaper Society—a body which seems to Include the 
mass of the English newspapers), it was resolved, by 38 to 7, 
‘ That it is desirable that the Penny Stamp on Newspapers 
‘ should be retained as at prcscrit.’ Nor were the Cojfmittee 
during the course of the investigation kept in ignorance of the 
real state of opinion among this body, for the one witness W'hom 
the Chairman selected from it honestly enough told them he 
was no representative of his brethren (A. 722.): ‘ 1 should say, 
* if you polled the newspaper proprietors lliroughout England, 
‘ nine out of ten Avould be disposed to keep the system just as it 
‘ is.’ Yet not only did the Committee not take means to obtain 
the facts and reasons of any of the nine men out of ten, but they 
came to conclusions avowedly founded on the evidence of this 
confessed one man out of^cn, who does duty, in the preamble of 
the Report, as ‘ gentlemen connected witli the provincial press! ’ 
Of course we do not for a moment impute any thing worse than 
too great zeal and haste to one section, and too little care and 
attention to another; b|^, beyond denial, there is a strange im¬ 
perfectness in the evidence, and a very considerable discrepancy 
betAveen the decision and even that evidence, such as it was; 
or, at all events, there is hut a very poor pennyAvorth of proof 
for such an intolerable quantity of adjudication. 

Passing on to the question itself, it may he necessary to see, 
first of all, what the so-callcd ‘ taxes on knowledge’ lately 
Avere, and Avhat they now are. Their number was three— 
the papei’ duty, the advertisement duty, and the penny and 
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halfpenny (supplement) stamps; to which was added, as a 
fourth grievance, the ill-defined state of the law as to what con¬ 
stitutes a newspaper. In our. view, two out of the three taxes 
here named were, really taxes, but not, in any proper sense, 
taxes on knowledge; while the third—the postal stamp—is not 
a tax on any thing whatever. At all events, of the four griev¬ 
ances only one now remains intact, one has been removed 
entirely, another as far as practicable, and another, so we think, 
as fiir as is either just or bcnefici|d. As to the paper duty, 
which alone remains unallcviated, Mr. Gladstone doubtless 
spoke truly when he said (House of Commons, iTiily Ist), 
* It is bad in itself, and as soon as the state of the Treasury 
‘ will allow, it ought undoubtedly, upon general princifdes, to be 
‘ repealed.’ But we cannot affect to be surprised or indignant 
that Mr. Gladstone should in the meanwhile have removed the 
tax =on Sjpap, i. e. on cleanliness, rather than a tax which, what¬ 
ever its commercial inconveniences, falls, in about four-fifths 
of its amount, and much more heavily in its ad valorem propor¬ 
tions, on paper used for purposes quite unconnected with any 
sort of knowledge; w'hich, on an article reaching the consumer, 
in its literary uses, only in small quantities, is so light as to be 
indivisible and inappreciable ; and which forms part of a fiscal 
syster^ where we find ten nfillions of revenue, or more than 
** ten times the paper duty, raised on such essential articles of 
food and» comfort as sugar and tea. It is quite rational and 
jiroper that Mr. Charles Knight, and other able and public- 
spirited men of the same class, should cry out, ‘ Sec how the 
‘ State burdens us in our efforts to instruct the j)eoplc; ’ but 
would there not also be something rational and proper in grocers 
crying out, ‘ See how the State burdens us in our efforts to feed 
‘ the people?’ The thing is sfh evil, and the best that can be 
said of it, or indeed of any tax, is, that it is for the time a 
necessary evil; that, in short, the pa|fer duty is a bad tax, and 
only temporarily definsible, on the ground that taxes must be 
got, and that there are several still worse ones presenting a prior 
claim to extinction. The advertisement duty also was a tax, 
but it is now no more, and requires nether remark than that 
its removal is a great convenience to 'the public, and a great 
gain to newspaper proprietors. A bill has been passed defining 
so far as possible what is to constitute a newspaper in the eye 
of the law, and so to subject to the burden, or, as we would 
say, entitle to the benefit, of the penny stamp; and although 
it is true that that object cannot be completely accomplished, it 
is perfectly certain that the necessity of leaving a discretionary 
power somewhere attaches to every system that has been tried 



1853. The Newspaper Stamp, 495 

or imapfined, including the system of the United States, which 
the agitators aim at' as a model; the American witness, when 
asked (Qu. 3,039) ^ What do you call a newspaper? where do 

* you draw the line between what comes under the postage rate 
‘ and what is liable to a higher rate?’ answered, ‘ There is no 
‘ carefulness about these matters ; one postmaster would call a 

* thing a newspaper, and another would not, and they often 
' refer to the postmaster-general, and he decides.’ And, by no 
means least, the supplement^tamphas been repealed ;^a chdnge 
which is rendered of special value by being contemporaneous 
with the incre|se of demand for newspaper space certain to 
accrue from the repeal of the advertisement duty, and which in 
effect amounts to a gift to the newspapers of an additional Jijiy 
per cent, of postal service for the penny stamp. All the tax on 
knowledge, then, that remains—all that we have here to dis-' 
cuss—is the penny stamp;—the charge of \d. for c|UTying a 
sheet of nearly 3000 inches, or 5 oz. weight, everywhere, and 
almost for ever.* The question being thus reduced to this one 
unencumbered point, w^e desire to inquire—with no motive save 
to discover what is best for the press and the public—whether 
the ])re8cnt arrangement between the newspapers and the Post 
Office really deserves the accusations which have of late been 
so industriously, if not extensively, brought against it; or 
whether it may not, after all, be as dcfensibla in principle, and 
especially as beneficial in practice, as any plan yet devised or 
stumbled upon. 

The grand source of the readiness with which a portion of the 
public assent, or at least the patience with which they listen, to 
the complaii^s of the agitators, is in the device of calling the ’ 
stamp a tax^t Mr. Milner Gibson, tlie chairman of the Com¬ 
mittee, in drawing uj) the Report seems to have been amusingly 
careful, on every possible occasion, to give this bad name to the 
dog he designed to hangs But, in obvious truth, the penny 
stamp is no more, but greatly less, a tax thah any payment a man 
is called on to make for almost any service or any commodity 
he requires. Take the nearest analogy. People are got to talk 
about the penny stamp oa newspapers as the ^Newspaper Tax;— 
why docs nobody ever talk of the penny stamp on letters as the 

-—---—--- 

* One troublesome and sometimes heavy tax upon knowledge was 
placed upon a better footing by Mr. Gladstone’s recent revision of 
the Tariff, The customs duty on all books printed before 1800 h^s 
been repealed, and the various rates of duty upoh books printed 
since that date—which caused much inconvenience to the importer— 
have been consolidated into a single moderate rate. 
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X«ettfr Tax ? Show us one respect in which the letter penny 
is less a tax than the ne\!irspapcr penny, and we will show a 
dozen respects in which the ^difference is immensely the other 
In both cases, the penny as paid for the same kind of 
service —for the service of transmission and d4iyery; and it is 
'a matter very easy of proof that the service given for.the news¬ 
paper penny, which people call a tax, is much greater in its 
amount, and more excellent and indispensable in its.naturc, than 
that givei5[ for the letter penny, ^hich people rightly call a 
|iend6t. The letter penny carries only half an ounce, only once, 
and that once only within the limits of the Unit^ Kingdom; — 
the newspaper penny formerly carried (on an average, the 
meaeure^pent being by superficies and not by weight) 3. ounces, 
4 ind now carries 4^ ounces, or nine times the weight carried by 
'the letter penny; it carries it an unlimited number of times; 
ai^d it carles it to the Antipodes. And, in the nature of things, 
are not services of this class as valuable and essential to news¬ 
papers as to letters ? A new’spaper is scarcely a newspaper if 
read only in the street next to that where it w'as printed, or else¬ 
where than in places at such a distance as to render^ them, in 
nineteen cases out of twenty, best and most cheaply reached by 
post. Consider what are the materials and the uses of a news¬ 
paper—that it is made up of nai’ratives of events happening 
over the whole of the world, and tliat its chief or primaiy 
uses are to tell men wliat they have not got knowledge of by 
their own senses, not what they have themselves seen or done 
— and the fact stands very manifest that no ihing or system 
' can be imagined of wdiicji transmission is more an essential and 
' vital part. In the vast majority of cases, a lettei;, can be made 
ahd can be brought, to use with incomparably less of the service 
of transmission than is necessary to the making and. bring¬ 
ing to ^se of a newspaper. And, finally, by the carrying of 
j^mwflpapers the State(such is Mr. Rowland Hills very 
moderate computation) 30,000/. a year; while by the carrying 
of letters, it gains 1,000,000/ a year. Is it not something Jike 
a very enormous mistake to stigmatise as a tax the payment 
made for a service essential to the reiver, and rendered at a 
heavy annual loss to the giver ? 

Yetj^strange to say, this very obvious fiict — that the penny 
is not taken for nothing, but^for services worth much more than 
the.money — is*often forgotten, a?t least in iihraseology, by those 
tvho not .d^ly know better but think otherwise. TJius, we find 
the * Times,’ w%ich has generally taken a sensible view of the 
subject, and which has in consequence been subjected to very 
absurd and unjust attacks — forgettin^itself one day after this 
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manner: — 'A fearful epidemic invades ^he coiuitry—a man 

* must pa^ a penny for being aeqaaihted with the fact; it ap> 

* proaches his town — another penny for that piece of informa- 

* tion ; it may be averted by preventives and mitigated by re- 

* medics — any accession to his knowledge on these critical points 
‘ is charged a penny more; Her Majesty opens.Parliament with 

* a speech containing some important intimations — he is taxed 
' a penny for reading it; a statesman makes a speech announc* 

* ing a great policy—every render pays his pdnny for being 
‘ edified thereby; a colliery accident destroys a hundred meili 
' and scatters misery over the la? d — the colUcrs of the ne^t 
' parish must pay a penny to profit Ijy the caution; it is a penny 

* to be forewarned of an eclipse, or to have it exf^^nfed. This 

* of course is thoroughly indefensible, except on tl)cv|d familiar 

* ground, that money must be got one way or aiioflw. Ppst 

* nummos virtns. First the Treasury, then public improvement. 

* It appears that the tax raises about 350,000/. a year.’ 

This would be very well, but for two facts which arc quite 
fatal to it — the penny is i)aid, not for the information, but for 
the cost of carrying it; and the TreasuryJ instead of gaining 
350,000/. to the lofS of ‘ public improvement,’ expends 30,000/, 
in the promotion of that very object. The mode of reckoning 
here adoj)ted by the ‘ Times’ is tolerably correct so far as it goes 
— 350,000/. is pretty nearly the sum paid folf stamps; but, for 
that day only, the leading journal had forgotten to look at the 
other bide of the balance sheet, or had been seized with thq 
hallucination that 80 millions of ncwspa[)cr3 can be carried any¬ 
where and everywhere between Printing House Square and 
Australia without trouble or cost. It would be quite as accu* 
rate to say that a man who buys a ‘ Times ’ has paid a * tax ’ of 
5d., whereas, both in quality and quantity, he has got a five- 
pence-worth such as he cau procure nowhere else — gidte os ac¬ 
curate, we sjky, becaiibc the journal has some profit on the 
but the Government only a loss on the post.agc. 

Although, however, the penny is not a tax, it may be a 
payment exacted for services wliicli could be better or more 
cheaply performed othcrwibC, or which, to some extent, are 
not required or rendered at all. And doubtless the agitators 
would meet the question — where is the difference between the 
newspaper pcifny and the lottcr^enijy—by saying that all news¬ 
papers, unlike letters, must pay whether they need tfic post 
not. As against this, we have already seen that the news¬ 
paper enjoys, for the penny, privileges far superior to tl^cfse 
permitted to the letter— that the newspaper of 5 oz. is treated 
with incompaiably greater favour that tlje letter of I oz.and 
TOL. XCVIII. NO. CC. . . K K: , 
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we shall see soon that no system can he devised coming so near 
to equity, and, a" instance, that tlw project of the agitators and 
the committee is not only demonstrably much lesb equitable 
than the existing fcystem, but, as to one essential portion of it, 
is absolutely impracticable. But, tiist of all, let us see if there 
is any rational probumption that the ncces&ary services could be 
performed more cheaply, and it there is any considerable or ap-* 
preciable portion of the newspaper circulation which does not 
actually avail itbelf of thcbC services, and would not confebsedly 
jfiod them necessary under any sybtem whatever. 

It will not be denied that the Post Office, — which, as the sole 
carrier of letters, has to bend bags to every village, and a deliverer 
to almost every door, in the Kingdom, must, speaking generally, 
*be able to do the work of carrying and delivering newspapers 
more cheaply and efficiently than any private person or com¬ 
bination of persons. ^ If, therefore, the Post Office finds (as 
already mentioned) that the carrying of newspapers in return for 
the 350,000/. worth of stamps i*! not profitable for the revenue, 
it is assuredly a demonstrated folly to assume that other agencies 
would be found to do the sapie v\ ork for less money. That the 
Post Office has no profit is quite certain, and, so far as wc have 
seen, undenied. A year or i\\ o algo, Mr. Kowland Hill estimated 
the annual loss at 30,000/.; but as it is iinpracticaj^le to apportion 
the expenses of the establishment as betweim letters and news¬ 
papers, and as there are vaiious principles on which the calcula¬ 
tion of the cost of carrying newspaperb can be made (for instance, 
whether smd to what extent, the establibhment should be absumed 
as necessarily exibting fbi* letters), any attempt at the precision of 
figures is apt to provoke a challenge which it is easy to give and 
difficult to meet. It is sufficient for the present purpose that 
all official authorities agree in representing the tran^'action as 
undoubtedly a losing one for the public revenue, and that there 
is no testimony from newspaper proprietors save to the effect 
that by no other means could they get their work done so 
cheaply. For instance, in a recent j)arliarncntary document 
(Report on Contr 9 ,ct Packets, p. 42.) j^ord Canning, the Post¬ 
master General, says:— ^The labour and expense of the conveyance 

* of newspaper is very great. In number they are believed to 

* be equal to more than one-ffth of the number of letters : in 
‘ weight and hulk tiny are t%riQj> as great as thh letters. The 
‘ nmuber posted in London alone is about 770,000 weekly; and 
‘ the preparation of them for despatch by the night mails occupies 

* about 240 men.’ Kow, estimating by numbers alone (and we 
shall see presently on official evidence that Lord Canning has 
greatly underrated tlie number of papers carried), and supposing 
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for the moment-that it is as easy to carry 5 oz. as oz., the 
newspapers carried by post last year should have' paid, in round 
numbers, 500,000/. (497,656/. being the fifth of the 'sum of 
2,488,280/. received for the postage of letters), and as the re¬ 
venue for newspaper stamps (including the supplement stamp 
now abolished) amounted to only 400,000/., here is a loss of 
100 , 000 /.—or, if not a loss to the Post Office, a gain to the 
public and the press. But it is needless to point out how far 
this method of computing by numbers alone falls short oii^ 
showing the whole loss, proceeding as it does on the hypothesis 
that a preponderance of teufolct in the weight causes no increase 
in the cost of carriage, and irrespective of the fact stated by the 
Postmaster Oeneral that the newspapers paying 400,000/, for 
carriage were in mass double the weight of the letters paying 
2,488,280/. But even this is not all — we should find agr^at^ 
deal more to the same purpose were we to extend inquiry into 
the proportion of the expense of the packet system justly 
chargeable against the csirriage of newspapers. That service 
gives a net annual loss of about 400,000/.; and as an indication 
(for there seems no official record) «f the e:^tcnt to which that 
cost is incurred for the transmission of newspapers, it may be 
mentioned that in the mail-bags' of a vessel wrecked last spring 
there were found 3580 newspapers and only 780 letters, and 
that when, owing to an accident, the bags had lately tg be i*e- 
moved from the ‘ Orestes,’ a vessel bound for Australia, they were ‘ 
found to contain 15,000 newspapers and no letters at all. Here, 
then, were 15,000 newspapers, averaging between 3 and 4 oz., not 
merely carried round the world for Id. each, but, as all but a frac¬ 
tion of them had doubtless previously received at least one and 
many of them more than one postal service within the Three 
Kingdoms, really carried for nothing, while letters to the same 
destination arc charged at rates vexatiously varying from 2s. 2d. 
to 8d. i)er half ounce ! Well, then, who will undertake to do 
all these services cheaper — cheaper, as we have seen, in one 
department, and on the whole, than nothing at all ? Assuredly 
those w'hosc experience has enabled and induced them to con¬ 
sider the matter, have not, so far as they have spoken, announced 
, any such discovery. Thus, the proprietor of the ‘ Sussex Express’, 
in a small, populous, and accessible district, states that the 
transmission of his journal is accomidlshcd by the Post Office at 
a weekly cost to him of 18/. 65 . 4d., (the price of the stamps), 
while he finds, on minute inquiry and calculation, that Tie could 
not, by any other means, accomplish even one transmission of 
each paper for less than 52/. 1 8s. 4d .—there being thus ^ ^ving 
of 32/. 12 s. a week, or 1799/. 4s. a year. And this, if it is an 
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exceptional instance^ is exceptional only so far as Sussex is, in 
the matter of compactness and accessibility, far above the 
average of districts. 

Tt is quite true that onfe particular portion, or rather only a 
portion of that one portion, of the Service mipht be performed 
cheaper; it is possible to carry paperl to large towns, such 
as Liverpool and Manchester, — i. e., anywhere that the papers 
can be sent, as one of the Association witnesses explained it, in 

* large bales’ — for less than one penny each. But, in the first 
place, this is but one and not a large portion of the whole 
service; and it would obviously be quite unfair tliat the pro¬ 
fitable portion of the service should be given up to private 
interests, while the j)iiblic bore the burden of the unprofitable 
portions, as the supply of the smaller towns, the rural districts, 
an(^ the colonies would be—which Is the only alternative, unless 
these places were either left unsupplied, or supplied dearly and 
inconveniently. The sweet must go with the sour — not the 
selected sweet to private speculators and the rejected sour to 
the State. The truth that, in all cases save transactions in 

* large bales,’ nothing is found so cheap as the post, is, besides 
being self-evident, made apparent by the fact that there is a 
constant ])ressure by publications not strictly newspapers, nor 
requiring that instant and expeditious transmission which, to 
newspapers, is vital, to obtain as a benefit what the agitators 
denounce as a burden. Thus the ‘Athcnjcura,’ which enjoys the 
somewhat anomalous privilege of stamping only such portions 
of its impression as it finds convenient, mentions that by means 
of the stamp it sends about 3000 of each publication ‘ into such 
‘ places as know but little of newsvenders* and booksellers’ 
‘ weekly parcels.’ And, if the stamp is thus found to so large 
anjextent the cheapest mode of transmission for a publication 
whose nature enables it to be sufficiently served by luggage- 
trains, stage-coaches, and tradesmen’s weekly parcels, it follows^ 
pretty plainly that no other system nearly so cheap is within 
the reach of newspapers, to whom the very quickest means of 
transmission is a first and absolute necessity. But, in the 
second and chief place, the carrying of London papers to the 
chief provincial towns is only one portion of the portion of 
service which even these identical copies require and at present 
receive. All but the merest fraction of the papers now carried 
down otherwise than by post, chiefly to counting-houses and 
reading-rooms, are taken up again the same afternoon or next 
morning, and transmitted and retransmitted to readers with less 
urgent requirements or of humbler means than the readers 
who procure them first and by express. Will anybody say 
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that this service can be rendered so cheaply, or indeed rendered 
at all, by any other means than the post ? And will anybody 
say that the withdrawal of this service would not be a Joss to 
the poorer classes of readers, whose intcirests the agitators 
profess to have at heart — in the fsicc of the obvious fact that it 
can only be the rich who pay an extra charge to get their papers 
an hour earlier, or who do not afterwards use the privilege of 
postal transmission, and the still greater privilege of rc-trans¬ 
mission ? 

Next, is there any considerable or appreciable portion of 
newspapers that does not actually take full value for the penny ? 
* No record,’ says Mr. Rowland Hill (A. 1823), ‘ is kept of the 
' number of newspapers passing through the Post Office; ’ but, 
on official evidence, printed and oral, we get near enough the facts 
for the present or any practical purpose, and near enough, too, to 
see that, beyond all doubt, the ordinary estimates on this head 
have hitherto been greatly under the truth. The total number 
of penny stamps annually consumed is about 80 millions, of 
which more than 65-^- millions are taken by England, more than 
7^ millions by Scotland, and less than 6^ millions by Ireland— 
the English portion being subdivldablc into 47^- millions for the 
London and 18 millions for the pi’ovincial papers. Take, first, 
the London papers, which,—as having a population little less 
numerous than that of all Scotland within a circle of three miles 
round them where they are not even allowed to use the post, 
and as being, to a considerable extent, transmitted to the great 
towns on the ‘large-bale’ system already alluded to—make less 
use of the Post Office than any other portion of the press. The 
Postmaster-General tells us, in the passage already cited from 
an official document — * The number posted in London alone is 
‘ about 770,000 weekly.’ This would give an annual transmis¬ 
sion from London alone of rather more than 40 millions, which, 
as the London consumption of stamps is 47 millions, would 
'indicate that nearly six-sevenths even of the London papers use 
the Post Office even in the first instance, irrespective of subse¬ 
quent retransmissions. But that Lord Canning’s estimate, 
W'hich was given incidentally while dealing merely with a 
cognate part of the subject, is considerably too low, is made 
pretty obvious by the evidence of Mr. Bokenham, Super¬ 
intending President of the Inland Department of the Post 
Office, who was brought before the Parliamentary Committee 
on Newspaper Stamps to speak specially to the point. When 
asked (Q. 1976) * How many newspapers are transmitted daily 
‘ from the London Post Office?’ he replied, * The numbers vary 
‘ daily from 120,000 to 260,000.’ Now, even Mr. Bokenhanvs 
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mitiltnum gives an annual avernge of ncaliy 44,000,000; so 
that it is beyond question that even in London^ which has the 
smallest share of the services of the present system, more than 
all that is paid fOr is given — the retransmission of London 
papers that have been previously read ivithin the three miles, 
and of provincial papers that have formerly been carried inward^ 
more than equalling the number which have in the first instance 
preferred the agency of newsmen and railway parcels. As to the 
remaining portions of the press — the English provincial, the 
Scotch, and the Irish — there never could have existed any 
doubt that the uniform penny stamp is to them not merely a 
blessing but a necessity, until Mr. Milner Gibson’s Committee 
discovered that * the provincial newspapers make but little use 

* of the post! ’ This notion could have had no other origin 
than the fact that the majority of the members of the Committee 
were ignorant of tlic matter, and neglected to make'inquiry of 
persons better informed. We have observed, however, plenty 
of volunteer evidence offered posthumously — none of it at all 
corroborative of the Committee. Take, for instance, everf such 
a district as the county of Sussex, or that portion of it of which 
Lewes is the capital—thickly inhabited, and easily and cheaply 
traversible in all directions. The proprietor of the ‘ Sussex 

* Express’ tells us, in * Notes’ on the Committee’s Report: — 

* WitJjin the district tliere are 50 rnaikct towns of populations 
vaiying from 3000 to 20,000 inhabitants, and from these towns there 
are 495 local post deliveries. The number of copies published that 
week [the week in which he happened to make his calculations] 
was 4316, of which 1569 were sent to the towns, and 2747 to 
their neighbourhoods, by the local posts. With the exception of 200 
copies, the whole were sent away from the office by post; and I 
ascertained from the postmaster that of these 200 copies sold in 
Lewes nmre than two-thirds were sent by post within two days after¬ 
wards, by the purchasers.’ 

The provincial press, which was held by the Committee to ‘ 
make * little use of the post,’ is thus shown to use it at least 
once for every copy that it prints — even in a district having 
fifty market towns within sight of each other, and all sorts of 
conveyances at choice. What, then, must be the amount and 
the necessity of postal service taken by ]ia|'crs in districts where 
the population is not clustered in 50 market towns, hut scat¬ 
tered in 5000 separate and remote houses, where the area to he 
traversed is five or ten times the area of Sussex, and where 
almost the only known or possible conveyance is the post? 
Some of the Scotch papers, we observe, speak very strongly,' 
because very feelingly, on this point. One of them says:— 
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‘ Nearly four-fifths of the impression are sent direct to the 
‘ Post Office, and the remainder sold or delivered in town. Of 
‘ the latter class nearly the whole are posted after being read. 

* I do not believe there are fifty persons who retain the paper in 
‘ their possession. Tlie papers subscribed for and read in the 

* North are then sent to relatives or acquaintances settled in the 
‘ large towns in the South, whence tliey are in many cases 
‘ despatched abroad and to the colonies — particularly to the 
‘ latter, as so many families from these districts have friends in 
‘ the colonies. Numbers sent through the post from tins office 
‘ are read first in the counlry—four or five counties—(recollect 

* how scattered our population is); then tliey are sent to Glas- 
' gow, Edinburgh, Manclicster, &c., next to London or different 
‘ parts of Ireland, and finally to the colonies — going, in many 

* instances, three, four, and five tiuies through the post.’ 'And 
another—'Our circulation may be taken at 2050 weekly, of 
•' which 430 are called for, or sold at the office, or delivered; 

' and there are posted 1620; so that nearly three-fourths are 
' sett direct to the Post Office. I believe that if you take the 
' whole 2050 as being posted twice over, it will he much under the 

* mark. I know that when we happen to be entirely sold out, 

‘ it is very difficult indeed, three days or so after publication, to 
' get a single copy out of the 430 in the town for love or 
‘ money.’ These are B[)ecimens, and fair specimens, of the 
evidence put forth after the decision, by those who, instead of 
being allowed to speak before it, were set aside unheard, with 
the sweeping remarks, ' the provincial newspapers make little 
‘ use of the post,’ and ‘ the operation of the stamp obviously 
‘ limits the field of their circulation ! ’ 

We have thus seen that no cheaper mode of carrying news¬ 
papers can bo devised; sind that, on the whole or ultimntely, all, 
and much more than all, the newspapers are carried by the 
present mode. The facts tliat some of them are not carried by 
post in the first place, and a very few not at all, remain, but can 
be in great part removed, and are, even as they stand, quite im¬ 
ponderable as placed against the tidvautagc (jf the system in 
all its other parts and as a whole. As to those alleged in¬ 
equalities that arc removable, we agree with the Committee, 
that there docs not seem any sufficient reason why newspapers 
should not be delivered by the Post Office in the places of 
publication .as well as elsewhere. The Post Office would then 
have offered to do all that it could be asked to do. It would 
happen that, under the spur of competition, a considerable 
quantity of papers would still be delivered by priv.ate means; 
but the Post Office cannot be expected to adjust itself to each 
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particular set of circumstances in the case of newspapers any 
more than in the case of letters and circulars, which it is often 
found cheaper or quicker to despatch by extra or private means. 
But how very small that number would be may be computed 
from the admission made by Mr. Milner Gibson, the Chairman 
of the Committee — that if his own plan were adopted of 
charging only those actually posted, * six-sevenths of the whole 
* would still go through the Post Office.’ That, we think, is a 
very important fact; and we would request the reader who 
desires to understand the question and the full folly of the pro¬ 
posed ‘ revolution,’ mentally to make note of it. 

And we would farther request a special share of attention to 
a part of the present system, vrhich, of itself, would compensate 
a thousandfold for such petty inequalities, and which, in its 
practical working, is a benefit both morally and pecuniary, 
which it is almost impossible to overrate—we mean the privilege 
of retransmission. Perhaps we could not more briefly indicate 
the advantages of this privilege than by quoting the following 
passage from the Committee's Report—a passage moved byipne 
of the minority, but admitted by the Chairman and the majority 
as irresistible on the evidence: — 

* Mr. Smith, the head of a 1 London newspaper agency firm which 
has been established for the last sixty years, and which transmits 
about one-seventh of all the London daily papers, states distinctly 
that the retransmission of newspapers is carried on to a considerable 
extent, so as greatly to reduce the cost of their newspaper to those 
least able to pay for it. He gives instances in which the cost of the 
“Times” is thus reduced to 2d„ and to even Id., and yet read by the 
last person in the series on the second morning after publication ; and 
he adds, that the number of persons thus receiving the best news¬ 
papers at a very cheap rate, is exceedingly numerous, and that the 
proposed cKarge of Id. for each retransmission would, in fact, prevent 
them, probably, froni taking any paper at all, unless it was a weekly 
paper.’ 

In other words,' people are enabled by this privilege to get 
6d. newspapers for Id. 

Having seen what the present system really is, let us now 
look at the substitute which issued from the deliberations of the 
Committee. And here it must be mentioned in passing that 
the witnesses in favour of abolishing the stamp, one and all, 
admitted that they had nothing' to propose in its room — they 
had thought it would be pleasant to get rid of the payment, but 
had taken no thought as to how otherwise the work was to be 
done; so that for the substitute we are indebted entirely to the 
predominant party in the Committee. It is in two parts — 

1. That the penny now levied on all papers, and entitling to 
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postal transmisdon and retransmission, shall be levied only on 
the papers actually posted, and shall be payable anew for each 
transmission. 

2. That no newspaper shall be allowed to copy news from 
another till it has ceased to be news — ‘ a short privilege of 
* copyright.’ 

The reader who has followed our account of the existing 
system may have occasionally been puzzled why men acting for 
the diffusion of knowledge sliould assail that system as taxing 
and restricting knowledge, but will be more surprised to see 
that as the substitute they purpose to place knowledge'under a 
system of Protection or Monopoly, and to make it pay afresh 
every time it is diffused! 

Passing for the moment the project of copyright, let us see 
what the other part of the substitute would accomplish. It 
abolishes retransmission, giving as a counterbalance the benefit 
of printing without a stamp such papers as arc never carried 
from the place where they are printed. Shall we estimate the 
loss and the gain by this change with the aid of Mr. Milner 
Gibson’s admission ? * Six-sevenths of the whole would still go 

‘ through the post; ’ but, the reader will understand, would be 
allowed to go only once. What then docs it come to, but that, 
for a small and dubious gain to o?ie, a very great and unde¬ 
niable benefit is to be taken away from six ? 

But Ave should not speak of the benefit of retransmission as 
undeniable, for, most inexplicably, all through the proceedings 
of the Committee, we find Mr. Cobden, and, in a less degree, 
Mr. Gibson, displaying towards it the strongest repugnance. 
To Messrs. Hill, Parkhurst, and the other official witnesses, 
question after question is put, and put in vain, endeavouring 
to extort a condemnation of the retransmission system, till one 
would infer that Messrs. Cobden and Gibson were labouring for 
the protection and profit of the revenue, and the Post Office 
officials for the cheap diffusion of knowledge!. Thus Mr. Cobden 
to Mr. Hill: — 

‘ 1653. Do you know ivhether it was contemplated that the same 
newspaper should pass through the post repeatedly lor the same 
stamp ? 

‘ 1779. Excepting in the case of newspapers, you never carry the 
same thing twice without a double charge ? 

‘ 1782. You feel that it is an anomaly that ought, if possible, to 
be put an end to ? 

* 1821. With regard to the continued circulation of newspapers, 
should you think that it exists to the encumbrance of the business of 
the Post Office?’ 
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Why aJl this burning anxiety to elicit from the Post Office that 
it does too much for the public in the way of diffusing know¬ 
ledge ? Why should those who seek to make newspapers * cheap * 
thus seek to drive the Post Office to make them dearer ? Why 
should they attack a system by which, as we have seen, people 
can get newspapers ft>r Irf., and point a favouring finger 
towards a system under whicli, henever the same service was 
exacted, people would not get a 3^/. newspaper for less 
than Qd. ? 

The answers of Mr. Hill and the other official witnesses to 
all those solicitation's comprif-e a very important point. The 
abolition of reti’an‘5ini>.sion implies Ihc obliteration of the stamp 
on its first transmission, and that again imi)lie8 an examination 
and handling of each separate cop}. Even ])roceeding on the 
calculation that much fewer newspapers would go through the 
post, Mr. Hill told Mr. Cobden again and again that the exa¬ 
mination and obliteration could not be accomplished without ‘ a 
‘ vast accession to the present force.’ So anxious, however, 
Wfis Mr, Cobden to devise some means ol* preventing more than 
one transmission being got for a penny, that he suggested (again 
in vain) that possibly Mr. Hill could contrive some plan by 
whicli the papers might be tumbled in midtitudes down a hole, 
and obliterated by means of certain sulphureous/hwe* — a sort 
of Penny Pandemonium. All Mr. Cohden’s labour on this 
point, ho'^'ever, was not in vain; for he brought out with 
striking certainty the fact that, under his system, as compared 
with the present, the Post Office would require to do more 
workf not merely for less pa), but ^vith less scroice. 

A word on the copyright project, and it needs little more 
than a word. There is no doubt that some pajiers are made up, 
to a very great extent, of materials provided and paid for by 
other papers (the provincial of course borrowing largely from 
the metropolitan); that this practice has of late become more of 
a hardship, owing to the electric tclegraiih enabling the pro¬ 
vincial papers to issue the news obtained by the London papem 
several hours before the London papers theniscUes can reach 
the spot; and, esjiccially, that the pro])08ed change, tending 
greatly to limit the reading of each district to the paper of that 
district, would imraensch aggravate the injustice, which to the 
])rcsent amount is unavoidalile. But the ‘ copy right ’ proposed 
by the Committee, although in justice a corollary from the 
rest of their project, would, if it could be carried out at all, 
inflict c\ils at once monstrous and ludicrous. How could one 
nc^\8papcr piwc against another a property in some piece of 
news uhich might have been obtained elsewhere, or is expressed 
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in words ? Or, if tkia could be d(»2e, bow could it bo 

borne that a piece of intelligence should be made practically the 
exclusive property of the paper that happened first to get hold of 
it ? Why, this plan would necessitate a man cither to be content 
with such a share of the world’s news as could be obtained at 
first-hand by some one of our 700 newspapers, or else to ' take 
f in’ all the newspapers in the country! It would make news— 
almost any but district news, or those coming within the special 
ken of each one newspaper—a luxury of tremendous price, and 
would cancel half the benefits bestowed upon us by the invention 
of printing. In one word, it would be absolutely intolerable; 
and the only comfort is that it is as absolutely impracticable. 
But is there, then, no means by which those who buy their news 
at immense cost in every quarter of the world can obtain some 
amount of shelter from those that borrow their news ready¬ 
made ? None that is conceivable, except what is given in that 
coinf)onsating operation of the present system, pointed at by 
Sir Frankland Lewis, a member of the Committee, by whicdi 
the real or London owners and the rural borrowers are put, 
in the rural district, on somewhat of the same footing. Look 
at any country paper, and it will be seen that a large proportion 
of its contents is necessarily procured from other and especially 
from London papers; and all the witnesses before the Committee 
seem to admit that without that the country papers could not 
exist Thus, Mr. Cobden, whose desire app(jar8 to be that 
local papers should give only local news, asks one of his own 
witnesses (Q.2299); ‘Do you find generally, now, that working 
^ people in a locality like Norwich take more interest in the 
‘ news of the immediate district than they do in news from a 
‘ distance ?’—A. ‘ Not more interest.’ At present, the London 
papers which have borne the cost of obtaining the news from a 
distance, can j)re6ent themselves at Norwich and all other 
localities as cheap as the papers of those localities: under the 
proposed change, even supposing that Mr. Cobden’s hopes of a 
|)enny press were not to any extent realised, the borrower 
would, each in his.own locality, have a premium of a penny per 
copy, or an advantage of 20 or 25 per cent., over the owner. 
This is pretty clearly, though unintentionally, illustrated by ono 
of the Association’s witnesses — a Manchester periodical-dealer, 
who said (A. 2599)—‘It is too bad for the Manchester and 
‘ other local papers, which have to compete with London, that 
* the London papers should be .carried down to Manchester 
< free of any charge, and sold in Manchester to compete witJi 
‘ the Manchester papers.’ Yes, but that portion of the matter 
of the Manchester papers with which alone the London papers 
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can..1>e held competing has been procured and paid for by the 
X^ondon papers, and has been thence taken free by the Man¬ 
chester ones. To which may be added the facts that, if the 
London papers are carried down to Manchester free of charge, 
the Manchester papers are in like manner carried up to London, 
and that neither party comes forward to say that there is felt 
to be hardship or injustice in the matter. The complaint, then, 
substantially is, that the borrower is not enabled to sell for 
what the owner cannot sell for less than 5d. But look at the 
Committee’s remedy—that the borrower shall be enabled to sell 
for Ad, (always, of course, only on the very spot of publication), 
but under the tremendous condition that he shall not be allowed 
to borrow anything until such time as it shall have lost all 
savour and value. 

We now come to the most plausible, but not the least hollow 
part of the agitators’ case. They proclaim that, but for the 
uniform penny stamp, we should have in this country news¬ 
papers sold at twopence, one penny, or even one halfpenny, as in 
the United States. On consideration and comparison, it will be 
found, we think, that there are at least these two facts standing 
immovably in the way of such a conclusion; — Ist, that the 
removal of the uniform stamp, and the necessary substitution of 
a charge for each postal service, though it might render papers 
nominally cheaper on the spot of publication, would render tliem 
dearer everywhere else ; 2nd, tliat even on the spot of publica¬ 
tion the cheajiening would not amount to more than one penny 
(a reduction from 5d. to Ad.\ save by diminution in quantity 
and deterioration in quality. And we shall, as challenged, 
investigate these two points by the light afforded by the Ameri¬ 
can system. 

That the change proposed by the Committee would really 
cheapen ])apers only on the spot of publication follows from 
what we have already seen—tliat there is no possible means of 
carrying them more cheaply than at present; and that fact a 
comparison with the American system only makes more appa¬ 
rent. There have been so many changes within these four or 
five years in the postal charges and arrangements in the States 
regarding the carriage of newspapers, and there are so many 
complications and Tmiisatlantic technicalities in the tables of 
rates, as they stand, that it is not quite easy to state them accu¬ 
rately; but we are safe enough as to the main facts. In 1850 
the rated were, for a paper of 1900 inches of surface, fwclusive 
lof margin, — (which may be taken as equivalent to 3 oz. 
in weight, and to the then British limits of 1530 inches, exclu¬ 
sive of margin)— 1 cent for each transmission if not more than 
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100 miles, cent over such distance, 4^ cents to Oregon or 
California, 4 cents to Great Britain, and eo on. A system 
somewhat different waS introduced in the end of 1850, and 
sketched to the Committee by the American witness; and 
another still has now succeeded, which we find thus stated in an 
American Post Office document, bearing date the end of last 
year: — Each newspaper, not exceeding 3 oz. in weight, 
to any part of the United States, 1 cent; for every addition^ 
ounce, or fraction of an ounce, 1 cent; sent to Great Britain, 
2 cents; sent to other foreign countries, variously 4 and 8 cents. 
What the reader must here mark is, not merely that the weight 
carried by the American Post Office for these various charges i« 
50 per cent, less than that now carried by the British Post Office 
for the uniform penny, but, much more, that the American 
charges, varying according to distance, are for one transmission, 
while the British charges are for any number of times and all 
distances; And there seems still another difference as against 
the American system, of which we have heard as yet very little 
in this country: * The papers,* said the American witness before 
quoted, after stating the rates and modes of carriage, * are deli- 

* vered only to the gentlemen who have boxes; to the subscribers 

* at their houses they are not distributed without an extra charge' 
So that the American Post Office not only carries less weight 
than the British, and carries only once, but it merely carries^ 
and does not deliver. Add to this, that while ihe British 
charge for any number of transmissions is 20 per cent, on 
the price of the article, the American charge for one transmis¬ 
sion is often 100 per cent., and not seldom 400 per cent., on the 
price. As, then, even the United States, to which we are on this 
question referred for the height of perfection and the lowest 
depth of cheapness, exhibits a dearer, as well as an incomparably 
less convenient system of transmission than we enjoy ourselves, 
it is clearer than ever that an adoption of the American system 
cannot (ceteris paribus) cheapen papers that are carried, but 
would, on the contrary, make papers dearer everywhere but on 
the spot of publication. For instance, the Committee are con¬ 
strained, as we have seen, to instance -the operation of the 
British system in enabling persons in a series of readers to get 
the 5d.* Times* on .the morning of the second day for one 
penny,—a practice they admit to exist to *an enormous extent.* 
Under the American or Cobden plan, the ‘Times’ would, it is true, 
begin at 4d. instead of 5d., but, instead of decreasing, would 
increase in isost at each transmission to a new. reader, tilb 
at the stage at which its cost now declines to one penny, it would 
have ascended to 8d. Or state it thus,—the proposed change 
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would make a paper clieaper only to Jirst readers, and only to 
that portion of first readers residing at the place of publication, 
while during the coth^e of its after-existence—in all its uses 
to non-locsil and subsequent readers — instead of, as at present, 
becoming cheaper, it would go on accumulating costs. 

Perhaps the most effective mode of showing that, even on the 
spot of publication, English papers could not be reduced by 
more than the price of the stamp, save by a proportionate 
reduction in quantity and quality, is by showing what is the 
actual price of the few American papers that at all approach 
ours in either, but especially in the latter, of these properties. 
And we could scarcely do this better than in the words of one 
of our most useful and elaborate writers on Americji—the late 
Mr. Alexander Mackay, who, though opposed, on some grounds 
we do not comprehend, to the uniform stamp, yet thus corrects 
the erroneous notions as to the disparity between English and 
American prices, in his work * The Western World (vol. iii. 
.pp. 245—247.): — 

* There is no little misconception in this country as to the cheap¬ 
ness of American newspapers. Independently of the stamp and 
excise duties, tlie first-class papers of this country are in reality 
cheaper than the first-class papers in America. It is true that a 
large proportion of American newspapers are sold at the low rate of 
2 cents, and some at 1 cent a copy. But it would be unfair to 
institute anything like a comparison between them and the daily 
press of this country. Taking the first-class papers of New York, 
such as the “Courier and Inquirer,” tho “Journal of Commerce,” the 
“ Commercial Advertiser,” the “New^ York American,” &c., we find 
them sell at 6 cents per copy, lliis is about 3J-cf. of our money. It is 
obvious, therefore, that if thby had a penny to pay by way of stamp- 
duty upon each number, and about a halfpenny^ more in the shape of 
excise-duty upon paper, their cost would be 5c?., which is the price of 
our daily papers. So far they appear to be upon an equality. But 
when we take into account the enormous expense at which a paper 
in London is conducted, we see that a London paper, with stamp and 
excise duty off it, and selling at the same price as an American, 
would, in reality, considering the expensive appliances brought to 
bear upon it, be much cheaper than the Transatlantic journal. But 
I have not yet done with the points in the comparison favourable 
to the English press in point of price. Whilst the American papers, 
bad they the same burdens to pay as the English have, would sell at 
5rf., the actual selling price of the English papers is fourpence —in 
other words, the selling price, minus the stamp and excise-duties, is 
twopence-halfpenny, or one penny lower than the American paper, 
which is produced at one-half the expense, so far as all its literary 
departments are concerned. It is true that, to the public, the price 
of a London paper is fivepence — but it is the newsvender, not the 
newspaper, that pockets the difference. The true state of the case. 
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therefore, between the two papers is this, that whilst a first-class 
American paper sells for threepence-halfpenny, a London paper, 
which is produced at infinitely greater expeuie, and has a smaller 
advertising patronage, and which is, at the same time, burdened with . 
stamp and excise-duties to the extent of nearly a penny-halfpenny 
per copy, sells at fourpence.* 

A good paper in New York—a paper at all resembling a 
London paper—is thus, even on the spot of publication, cheaper 
by not so much as the price of the stamp, and as not possessing 
the privilege of transmission save by a fresh charge at each car¬ 
riage, is of course, in reality, a higher priced article. Indeed, the 
fact that papers as good as our present ones would be only the 
penny cheaper if not carried, and consequently dearer if thejp-» 
were carried, is admitted even by the secretary of the Associa¬ 
tion (A. 955):—‘I do not believe that such a paper as the. 

^ “ Times ” would be at all cheaper than it is now, excepting 
[when not carried] ‘ by the mere reduction of a penny.’ 

But the fact doubtless remains that there are in the States 
penny (even halfpenny) papers, of large circulation, and that we 
have nothing resembling them in this country. It might be 
sufficient to meet this by pointing to the facts and admissions 
already cited, to the efiect that, as the penny stamp makes only 
the difference of one penny, and not of 4r/., on papers equal in 
size and quality, the difference between. 5rf. and one penny must 
arise from something, whether a fiscal something or pot, other 
than the stamp. And what that something is, is stated even by 
the Association’s American witness, and is jilain to everybody 
that ever looked at those penny papers. They arc not news¬ 
papers, but advertising sheets. Thus the American witness says 
(A, 2660), ‘ The circulation of tlie “New York Sun” is 50,000; 

‘ there is no profit upon that; hut the advertising would be about 
‘ 60/. a day;’ and again (A. 2978), ‘ The profit is nothing on 

* the circulation.* And, to bring down the facts to a later date, 
we have before us a copy of this gentleman’s own paper, issued 
on April 11th, 1853, where wc read, ‘The “New York Daily 
‘ Tribune,” having completed the twelfth year of its existence, 

‘ signalises its entrance into its teens to-day by an enlargement \ 
‘ of its borders, which will add fully one-third to its area, and ' 

* require us henceforth to pay more for the white paper on whidh'^ 

* it is printed than all we receive from its subscribers,^ Take also ■ 
a word or two from English witnesses (still adhering to those ad¬ 
verse to our views): — (Whitty, 645), ‘ This St. Louis papier: 

* is larger than the “ Times,” and printed with smaller type, anff . 

* it is all hut four columns filled with advertisements f (Hunt, 
2328), ‘ The le.ading article does not occupy above half a 
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* ooluitin, and the whole real news in this American paper, 
' which is the best .commercial paper in jN’ew York, would go 

* into less than one page of a London papery —a statement which, 
being made of a high-priced American paper, applies, of course, 
with additional force to the penny ones ; (2352), ‘ The 
‘ Anicrican papers are nearly all advertisements,^ These papers 
then sell, for their penny or two pence, four columns of news, 
and their price becomes doubled or trebled in going through the 
post; the ‘ Times' sells, for its 5c?., seldom less, and often far 
more than twenty-four columns of news, or six times the quan¬ 
tity (the qualities are not comparable), with, included in the 
6d,f the right of transmission, without limit of times or almost 
of distance. The notion, therefore, that neros is cheaper, even 
in the penny or twopenny papers of the State, is a proved and 
admitted mistake. If we arc shown certain sheets of paper from 
America sold at a penny, we can reply by showing certain sheets 
published in this country, mainly advertising, but containing as 
much news as these American papers, given away in tens of 
thousands, stamps and all, for nothing ! 

The only real fiscal obstacle to our having in this country so- 
called newspapers as great in number and low in price (and 
quality) as in America, has now been rcrtioved by the abolition 
of the advertisement duty. But it is another monstrous mistake 
to assume, as the agitators seem all along to have done, that from 
this change, or even from the removal of the stamp (which we 
hold and have sought to show is a profit and not a tax), American 
results would follow. Although advertising is now as free here 
as in America, and although there will certainly be a large in¬ 
crease, it is foolish to expect that the practice will grow to the 
enormous extent it has reached in the %;ates;—there is, as 
affecting such a matter, a mighty difference between a country 
like that, where things are new, shifting, and growing, and one 
like this, ivherc things are old, familiar, and stationary. And, 
even though the advertisements could be got in the quantities 
requisite to sustain numerous papers selling ‘four columns* of 
news forbid, or 2d., there is not among the masses in this 
country anything like the same marhet even for so low-priced a 
literary and political commodity. The masses in the States are 
better off than ours as regards wages and consequently leisure; 
they arc, owing partly to the nature of their institutionsj greatly 
more interested in politics and all public events; and, more than 
all (let us say it with shame), while on the other side of the 
Atlantic the rarity is to find a native American that cannot read 
with csisc and understanding, the rarity here is to find a smock- 

frocked or fustiau-jacketed Englishman that can. The American 

■ 
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justly forfeited, tlieir trust; and the separation, man by man, of 
the tainted from the sound, will not only purify Ibe residual 
constituency, but will do more than perhaps any (^ber measure 
could, gradually to create a truer and wholesomer nlbral feeling 
on the subject. It is true that such a law,"* like every other, 
would strike chiefly the more open, fldgrant, andvdipmsy cases 
of corruption; it would hit the poor voter who takes money 
oftener than the rich voter who bargains for a place or a Job ; 
but' it is chiefly among the poorer electors that bribery {Prevails; 
and rich men would ere long become ashamed to do what poor 
men were punished for doing. ■ Now, let u^ ask ourselves, if a 
measure of this sort had been made part and' parcel of the first 
Reform Bill, and had bepn steadily and righteously executed 
ever since—(and both these points might have been secured,- 
had Parliament been really bent upon success)—what would, 
have been the state of our Constituencies by this time? Would 
they not have been purified to an. extent which would leffye ’, 
little to be desired, and nothing to be done? Would not ' 
twenty years of persevering expurgation have nearly eliminated 
the corrupt element from among us ? And might we not now 
have been rejoicing in our recovered purity, instead of blushing 
—if we do blush—at our published shame? 

III. One further change is essentially required. At present 
it is notorious that the tremendous cost of election petitions pne^ 
vents many from being prosecuted and many more from being 
presented,—thus securing impunity to corruption in (perhaps) 
the majority of cases. Instead of this, let the^House of Com¬ 
mons, as the proper guardian of its own honour, take upon itself 
the whole burden of investigating all charges made against tho 
purity of any election,—with this proviso against malignant or 
groundless accusations : —that in case the petition is pronounced 
frivolous and vexatious the petitioners shall bear, as now, ^lie- 
expenses of the trial. By this means the inquiry would..f ,be 
taken out of the hands of the complaining party: it would be¬ 
come a public, not a private matter—a crim'inal prosecutio^, not 
a civil suit.' The investigation would nc^'^then be'^ropp^, as. 
it now is, the. moment that enough has been proved to unseatc 
the sitting memb^, but would be proceeded with to the utter¬ 
most in the interests of patriotism and national morality. What 
is now a duel between two opponents would become a delibemte 
and public trial.*' "Burely this plan would be far more consonant 
to the dignity of Parliament than the one tl^t now prevails. 
Surely thereris something strangely indecorous in a matter in¬ 
volving a high offence agmnst the privilege of Parlia&^t bemg+ 
treated as a question of disputed property between two^itigants^ 
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It is vor^f «f oonsideration whether eveiy petitMm against 
the !(etuni of a successful candidate should not pray the seat for 
the defeated one, and every decision which unseats a member, 
ifuo faetOt seat his antagonist. By adopting this plan, two good 
(mjects would be ejected: first, the whole coute —the election— 
would be ii^veetigated, not, as now, one side only; — and 
secondly, llie strox^est possible motive to purity would be held 
out, abce the party which was scrupulously pure and legal in its 
conduct would be certain of ultimate victory if its opponent was 
not equally correct. The strongest party would have no induce¬ 
ment to bribe, since bribery could only imperil its final success: 
the weakest would have no inducement, since in abstinence 
would lie its only cdianoe. For the full and beneficial operation 
of this change, however, it would be indispensable that the law 
should be clear and equitable,—so that no candidate or party 
really wishing to remain pure should bo made constructively 
ooffrupt; and that the administration of the law should be uni¬ 
form and certain, s» that guilt should not escape detection, nor 
innocence be baulked of its vindication. 

And this brings us to another conclusion: the vast importance, 
not to say absolute necessity, of remodelling or altogether chan¬ 
ging the tribunals by which controverted elections are now de¬ 
ckled. On tbk subject it is difiicult to speak strongly enough, 
yet one would think it should be scarcely necessary to 
speak at alL We earnestly recommend to the perusal of our 
leaders the conclusive remarks of Mr. Pickering on this head, 
—especially p. 111—145. He observes:— 

* The extreme unfitness of the tribunal upon whose deeisious the 
privileges of electors are made to depend, and the consequent uncer¬ 
tainty in the law, place the very existence of those privileges in the 
greatest jeopardy. The law, to which, in this country at least, we 
haye been taught to look, as offering some guarantee for the preser¬ 
vation of our acknowledged rights, in this respect offers none. The 
decision of to-day forms no precedent for the decision of to-morrow; 
nor can it, while the constitution of the tribunal which has pronounced 
the dscision is such as to render impossible any respect for its judg¬ 
ment. From that judgment, however, there is no appeal; and those 
who have been compelled to suffer by it, have not even the solaee of 
knowing that it may form some guide for the regulation nf their future 
conduct. Questions of the most difficult and complicated character, 
necesbarily iuvolviug nice points of law, which those who have 
devoted a whole life to its study and practice would hesitate, without 
much time and thought to decide, are left to the determination of 
persons who arc fi<equently unacquainted with the very principles on 
which thyy depend. It is no disparagement to the members of many 
a Committee of the House of Commons to say, thatyheir whole lives 
* and occupations have rendered them unfit for such a duty.* 
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We have in a previous passage veferred io seme ^^[keounens of 
the strangely various and utterly eonfusing deciBiona of eleotUm 
oommittces, and need add no moie. Two modes of meedng the 
requirements of the case have been suggested: ather would 
answer the purpose. The whole jurisdiction over oontroverted 
elections might be transferred to a Common Law/'br a Sp^ud 
tribunal, which would be the most satisfactoary arrmigement as 
far as the public is concerned; or the Election Committees 
might be presided over by a Common Law Judge, the memben 
of tlie House sitting as jurymen to try the issue of fact. This 
proposal is well and conclusively argued by Mr. Pickering. 

When these changes have been introduced; when we have 
enacted a law against electoral corruption which every one can 
understand and which public feeling will cordially ratify; when 
we have secured a uniform interpretation and an impartial and 
steady administration of that law; when we ha\e mi^e contro* 
verted returns public prosecutions, and not private duels; and 
when we have provided for the separation of the guilty from the 
innocent, in place of confounding both in common disfranduBC* 
ment or in common impunity, we shall have done all that we 
think can or ought to be done to extinguish bribery by direct 
and positive enactment. To make war upon it further and still 
more eifectiully we must look in another direction, and have re¬ 
course to more circuitous, but at the same time more radk|l 
means. Let us see if such may not be discovered in the 
purgation, modification, and redistribution of the Constituenci^ 

What we have to do, it is clear, is, as far as may be, JtrMt, to 
purge out, or swamp, or reduce to insignificance, the corrupt 
element in such constituencies as are retained; seayiudly, to 
suppress or reconstruct such as are incurably corrupt and are 
from their very nature peculiarly subject to undue and sinister 
infiuenees; and thirdly, to consider if some plan may not be de¬ 
vised to collect the votes of electors in such a way as to minimise 
these infiuenees. Let us speak of these in turn. 

L There is no doubt^in the mind of any ^nan, we imagine, that 
incomparably the most openly and universally venal portion of 
Borough Constituencies are the old freemen, so unhappily and 
weakly retained by the Reform Act of 1832, They were to a 
great extent created for the express purpose of infiuencing elec¬ 
tions in former days; their notions of public morality were 
formed in or have descended to them irom times when the 
standard was even lower than rt present; and ^hey—those of 
them, that is, who are not also householders—arc notoriously the 
class to whom'^lectioneenng agents look for turning the scale at 
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the cloie of the day, if it should be found worth while to give 
tliem their price. Many of them have political opinions or at 
least predilections, but the majority are purohaseable against 
their predilections, and will seldom vote even in favour of them 
without the usual fee. It is true that these freemen are not 
always a very important portion of the Constituency numerically 
considered *; but .they are quite sufficient to give a corrupt 
character to the elections, and a corrupt tone to the borough 
they infest. It is true also that statistics do not bear us out in 
tracing to them the main amount of electoral iniquity f; but we 
know that in no c&oe are statistics so little to be relied upon for 
imveiling the whole truth ; and we may safely, in this instance, 
trust the general, well-established, and uncontroverted public 
belief. The disfranchisement of the freemen is perhaps, of all 
steps which will be urged upon Parliament, the most clearly and; 
indisputably right and necessary, and, added to the plan already 
suggested for pursuing individual eases of venality, will pro¬ 
bably sweep away the most incurably corrupt class of electors. 

Wc can never expect wholly to extinguish the bribeable ele¬ 
ment in a miscellaneous constituency; but it is obvious that the 
smaller proportion the venal electors bear to the whole number, 
the more insignificant and harmless, and virtually non-existent, 
do they become. If they are few and in a large constituency, 
itiis only where the contest is very close indeed that they can 
attain any importance or consideration. Fifty bribeable voters 
in a constituency of 500 may sometimes be omnipotent; fifty 
in a constituency of 5000 can rarely be of the smallest weight 
or value. Having then, by the above methods, reduced them 
to a positively small number, it must be our next caro to reduce 
them to a relatively small number: having made them few, wc 
must proceed to make them insignificant. This will be done 
by enlarging the constituency through the introduction of a 
class of voters who, we believe, will be found, comparatively 
at least, incorruptible, and who are now the great desideratum 
in our electoral system,—we mean the more intelligent and re¬ 
spectable of the workiig classes. We need this element greatly: 
we are convinced that it is a far healthier and a sounder one 
than several that arc now included within the pale. It is a 


* For example, in Liverpool the registered electors are about 18,000: 
of Ihese only 1,5(^ have no qualification hut their freedom. 

‘ jPf 72 Roughs against which bribery has been proved in the 
fPlxtj years, 33 had retained the old freemen, and XI had olfher 
ap t voters than the 10/. householders. Ipswich, Liverpool, 
a)^^l^nip|tstcr have been among the chief offenders. 
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great mistake to suppose .that as yoti go loweir in th^^^ scale of 
social rank you come to a more dependent or more' venal class. 
We greatly question whether among all the labouring poor 
(except perhaps the agricultural peasants in some dbtricts) you 
would find a constituent class so corrupt, so servile, so amenable 
to all mean and sordid influences, so devoid of real independence 
of character, so deaf to all higher sentiments and nobler motives, 
as many of those who now possess the franchise,—among the 
shopkeepers and lower class of lOi!. householders. We must bear 
in mind, too, that, as a result of the vast development of in-^ 
-dustry and enlargement of the field of employment consequent 
on Free Trade and emigration, the labouring classes are yearly* 
attaining a more independent—we might almost say, a more 
commanding—position. Servility—liability to bribery and 

bullying—will scaieely henceforth be their characteristic fault. 
That the mass of them will be easily misled,—tliat they 
will be imposed upon and used by bad and selfish men,.— 
that sonorous and shallow declamation will often have more 
weight with them than sound argument,—that they will bo 
often exciteable, often unjust, and often foolish,—we at once 
concede. But we appeal to the experience of all who have had 
opportunities of comparison and judgment, whether, as a rule, 
it is not more easy to make the intelligent of the operative 
classes hear reason, weigh both sides of a question, admit the 
force of just considerations even when they tell against their 
own interest, listen to and be swayed by the loftier sentiments 
of magnanimity and equity,—than to produce a similar effect 
upon some classes far above them in the social scale. In the 
admission to the electoral franchise of considerable numbers of 
the right portion of the working-classes will l)e found, we 
believe, the best corrective and antagonist of the Corrupt ele¬ 
ment now existing in both our town and county constituencies: 
the ]^ctical difficulty lies in a judicious selection,—in the dis¬ 
covery of the fit ciiterion. We developed on a former occasion at 
ample length, what we still deem unanswerable reasons against 
any large reduction of the present rental qualification. We 
showed that it would be unjust in principle, perilous in its ope¬ 
ration, and retrogressive in its tendency; wc explained that it 
would be not an admission of the working-classes to electoral 
power, but a transference of that po\t cr into their hands. There 
is another reason against such a sweeping measure, which oug^t 
at the present moment to have especial and conclusive 
with the public mind. It would give a greater stittuH^H# 
bribery and intimidation than any other scheme which 
vene and mischievous ingenuity of man could devise. WiHSd 
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let loose a torrent of corruption agsginst wHch all the barriers 
and floodgates of legislation would prove of small avail. By 
'depriving property of its legitimate weight in the representation 
you would drive it irresistibly to its illegitimate resources. By 
placing the upper and middle classes in a minority of votes, you 
would almost compel them to recover their position by acting 
unduly upon other voters. Property and education and rank 
teill have the preponderating share in government to which they 
are, or think they are,' entitled; and if you deny it to them by 
fair and ostensible means, they will obtain it by unfair and un¬ 
derhand means. It is idle to imagine that they will submit to 
be eclipsed or overpowered. It is idle to imagine that they 
will abstain from organising illicit action, if you throw them 
upon this alone. The only consideration which induces any 
politiciais, except the shallowest and the wildest, to listen for a 
moment to a scheme which would give to the labouring classes 
the majority of votes, is the conviction that those votes would 
be amenable to influences which the middle and upper ranks 
would wield. And what would those influences be? Who 
supposes in bis heart that they would be confined to persuasion 
and political argument alone? Therefore we say,—and we say 
it without fear of contradiction or dissent*,—that any very de¬ 
cided lowering of the electoral qualification—such a lowering 
of it especially as would enable the present non-electors to 
outvote the present electors,—would, of aU measures for ex¬ 
tending, sanctioning, and systematising corruption, be the most 
surely efficacious and the most tremendously demoralising. But 
it is no such indiscriminate enfranchisement of the ncm-eleetmrs 
that we arc advocating. We would admit those only whose 
possession of the qualifications which we suggested in our 
former paper f, proved that they deserved the suffrage, that 
they were competent ter exercise it independently and wisely, 
and that welfare of the country and the harmonious Action 


* Even Mr. Cobden admitted this in a recent speech, when he said 
parenthetically, that any extension of the suffrage vithout the ballot^ 
would be an insult and a mockery. 

I From a return presented on the last day of the Session, the 
number of male (individual) depositors of dOf. and upwards in Savings* 
Banks, axe 135,933, and of 50/. and upwards, 77.621. Someot these 
will no doubt be 10/. householders, and already possessors of the 
franchise, but (from local inquiries which have been made) we be¬ 
lieve not many. Some would bo minors; but on the whole we 
incline to the belief that a 30/. Saving^ Bank franehiee would add 
upwards of 100,000, or one-tenth^ to the existing cmistitoency, and a 
franchise, about 60,000, or me-eiaci^enik, • 
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of the constitution demoded that it sfaouM be conferred 
upon them. For it is not solely a question whether the^ 
men ought to be admitted, and may safely be admitted, to 
the franchise; the interests of society require that,they be 
admitted. ^ want them: we shall be stronger for their 
support; we shall be wiser for their compels; we shall be 
purer for their company. We need the best portion of the 
working classes to replace the bad portion which we are about 
to expel; we need a large infusion of fresh and wholesmne 
blood from the lower ranks, to neutralise, dilute, and counter¬ 
balance that unsound and tainted element in the existing con¬ 
stituencies which we may not be able wholly to eliminate. Such 
men as the criteria we proposed would bring within the franchise, 
would be proud of their position: they Would feel that they 
were admitted because they were deemed capable of a wise 
choice—they would exert themselves to choose wisely; they 
would feel that they were admitted because they were believed 
to be above a bribe and proof against a threat—they would 
spurn at the very suggestion of mean or mercenary considera¬ 
tions; the position they had earned so well they would be 
anxious to honour and adorn; they were chosen as being the 
Hite of the working-classes: we are by no means sure that 
they would not become the elite of the constituency also. 

11. To all that we said on a former occasion as to the theo¬ 
retical fwopriety and justice of the smaZZ-borough representation 
we unreservedly adhere. But, unfortunately, it is too notorious 
that these boroughs are generally in a condition which, for the 
sake of electoral purity, imperatively demands their disfranchise¬ 
ment, partial or entire. Here again it is true that Parliamentary 
Statistics do not altogether bear out our conclusion. Of the 72 
boroughs convicted of bribery between 1833 and 1853, only 
21 can properly be called small—as having fewer than 500 
eledors,—while some of the more constantly and flagrantly 
impure places number their voters by thousands. Still it is 
w^ known to all who have been behind the scenes, that undue 
and demoraliring influences of every sort are peculiarly rife in 
these small constituencies. They are imiversally admitted 
to be incurable. It ■ could scarcely be otherwise. Where 
the place is small, it is proportionally manaffeahle; a single 
great proprietor has overwhdming influence; a single active 
and unscrupulous attorney may get nearly all the voters undmr 
his control In the case of a hot contest and a prolonged 
canvass, the most private concerns, i^ishes, and necessitmd of 
every elector become known to both parties, and every 
c^vable motive and pressure is brought to bear upon thesfg; ,!£' 
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a man wishes for the addition of a field to his occupancy, the 
adherents of one of the candidates find it out and procure it for 
him; if he wishes to send a sick daughter to the sea-side, the desire 
is discovered and gratified; if he has a good-for-nothing son whom 
. he wants to ship off for Australia, the business is managed for 
him by a zealous electioneerer^ if he is timid and' hen-pecked, 
his wife is insidiously hounded npon him: if he loves peace he 
- is plagued out of all domestic comfort:—in short, the individual 
persecution of every elector is a matter within compass, and is 
skilfully and remorselessly conducted. There may not perhaps 
be as much money bribery as in towns where the old freemen 
prevail, but there is even more of various illicit and degrading 
influences, and less real personal freedom. In plain truth, and 
not to mince mattem, the canvass and management of a small 
constituency is dirty work —work that makes a gentleman feel 
ashamed of himself and of his fellow-citizens—work that makes 
a man feel that he wants washing. There can be no doubt in 
the mind of any Reformer that in some way or other these small 
boroughs must be suppressed—that we must have, if possible, 
.. no more constituencies under 1000 electors.* How, then, are 
these small boroughs to be disposed of so as not to derange the 
balance of the Constitution, or to lose an element which 
produces oertain practically valuable results in the House of 
Commons ? They are about 60 in number, and return about 90 
members. How are you to deal with them? Three modes 

* Our experience in England on this head, is strongly confirmed 
by that of France. A letter just received from an eminent French 
statesman says: — 

* Mais je ne saurais trop 'vous faire retnarquer Tlnfluence qu’a 
exercc chez nous, et que doit exercer partout, je pensc, sur les resul- 
tats du vote universel, la maniere dont on forme les colleges ou 
reunions ^‘lectorales. Quand les dlecteurs sont tires de leurs villages 
et Ttiunis par masses de un, deux, ou trois milles au chef-lien du 
canton, comme cela avait lieu sous I’empire de la premiere loi de 1848, 
—oumSmepar fractions plus petites mais encore considerables, ainsi 
que voulait la seconde—^I’influpnce que pouvait exercer les pretres et 
les riches proprietaires sur I’esprit des clecteurs est moins grande, et 
ceUe exerc^e par le gouvernement est presque nulle. Au contraire, 
quand T^lection a lieu par village, e’est h dire par petits corps ^ec- 
toraux de cinquante, soixante, cent^Iecteurs, le curd ou le. riche pro- 
pridtaire (lu ou il y a encore un riche proprietnire) peut exercer uti 
influence plus grande, et I’influence du gouvernement redevient, 
surtout^ tout h coup tros considerable. Dans les deux elections de 
1848, U grand nombre des electeurSf et surtout leur reunion en grants 

’ masses dans les colleges dlectoraux du canton, rendit Taction du 
gouvernement absolument insensible.* « 
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have been proposed. BIsfranebise tbem (saj the extreme re¬ 
formers) and transfer their members to the most populous towns 
now unrepresented.* But a few moments’ oonsidmration will 
show that this propositioDj though the one which first and most 
naturally presents itself to the mind) is wholly inadmissible. 
For, as we showed in a former paper, the large towns are already 
very much over-represented in'proportion to their numbeia, and 
such a transfer as is suggested would augment this disproportion 
to a formidable, unjust, and unendurable degree. In JBngland 
the represented towns of more than 10;000 inhabitants, with.an 
aggregate population of 6,660,000, return 206 members, while 
the counties, with a population (exclusive of the represeidied 
towns) of 9,770,000, return only 144 members-f At present 
this inequality is partially modified by the fact that the snuU' 
boroughs, which approach in character to the counties, return 
115 members;—but even if we add these to the county repre¬ 
sentation, we still have an urban population of under seven mil¬ 
lions returning 206 members, while a rural population of above 
ten millions returns only 259, instead of 318, which it ought to 
do according to numerical proportion. But if the 115 members 
now returned by small towns were to be transferred to laige ones, 
the balance would be utterly destroyed;—anti if they be simply 
taken away without being transferred, the balance is still de¬ 
ranged, though not quite to the same extent. For example,^ou 
would leave Lancashire and Yorkshire as they are, but you 
would reduce Wiltshire from 18 members to 8, and Devonshire 
from 22 to 12* Another proposal is to combine several of these 
small boroughs into one constituency, or to combine them with 
other towns now unrepresented,—rearrangements for which the 


* It is curious to observe the contradictory action and arguments, 
to which the same party principles lead in contradictory circumstances. 
Among us, the democratic party contend for the transference of re¬ 
presentation from small boroughs to large ones. In Massachusetts 
the democratic party are contending for a precisely opposite change. 
A letter just received from a man of eminence in that State, says: 

* Boston, and the larger towns in Massachusetts, have so uniformy 

* given conservative votes in the legislature, that a conveUtion, now 

* making a constitution for us, has, by the union of two minorities, (the 

* democratic and the abolitionist) just determined that the smaUer 

* town and rural districts shall have, in proportion to their papules- 

* tlmSy about tuAce as many representatives as the cities. But this is 

* unjust, and it is doubtful whether the people will accept it.’ * 

f The cities and boroughs enjoying the franchise in England and 
WaW return in all 337 members, while the rest of the po^ulafi<m, 
nearly half as large again, returns only 159 members. 
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Welsh * districts’ and some of the Scotch ^bui^hs’ afford ana¬ 
logy and precedent,—reducing some of them at the same time 
from two members to one. This was the plan proposed by Jjord 
John’s Bill of 1851. In some cases it might work well, and 
certainly presents the readiest solution of the difficulty. But 
much would depend upon the details of the arxtmgement. Some 
' of the boroughs are so incurably and ingrainedly corrupt that 
they would iorm a very unfit and pestilential portion of any 
constituency, and would be apt to poisou the whole. These 
ought to be left out of the new electoral system altogether. 
Others, not qmte so venal, are still so completely under the 
control of personal and sinister influences, that to amalgamate 
them with neighbouring boroughs similarly exposed or similarly 
managed, would not be to create a pure, but only to enlarge a 
corrupt, constituency. If a selection of the best of the exist¬ 
ing small boroughs were made, and these were, each of them, 
combined with two other towns now unrepresented and therefore 
unpolluted, and different in their circumstances and in the cha¬ 
racter of their inhabitants,—it is possible that a number of 
useful and unexceptionable constituencies might be formed; — 
uordo we see any vital objection to this scheme;—the eligibility 
of it, as we have already smd, would depend on its details. We 
should however much prefer that all the boroi:^hs thus formed 
by » combinatimi of small towns, should be entirely new —now 
unrepresented, and therefore uncorrupted.—The third method 
proposed is to merge all these small boroughs into the county oon- 
stitueneies, by depriving them of their members and reducing the 
county irancluse to a 10/. occupancy. In this way the class would 
still represented, and the individuals would still retain their 
votes, and the electoral lists of counties would be considerably mo¬ 
dified and greatly enriched. This plan would, we think, be far the 
ffurest and most desirable, inasmuch as it would ^ve us consti¬ 
tuencies large in number and varied in character, and therefore 
to a great extent secure against illicit and undue influences; and 
in order to avoid destroying the existing balance both between 
north and south and between boroughs and counties, it would 
only be necessary to mvIUplyt in sometMng Uhe a coimtervaHiny 
proportioHi the number of members to be returned by the counties 
wldch contained the aboHshed boroughs. For example, the 7 
small boroughs in Wiltshire now returning 10 members being 
suppressed, the county should be divided into 8 or 4 sections, 
each returning 3 members, instead of, as now, 2 each returning 
2 members. By this means something like a fit medium would 
be preserved, between the present inordinate number of repre- 
sentaiives and the great redaction which would result from the 



1853. ParUameMary "0ll3 

nmple suppression of the condemned boroughs:—the county 
would return 13 or 16 members, instead of 18 as at present, or 
8 as would result in case of simple suppression; and we should 
have a number of members representing large and miscellaneous 
constituencies containing some entirely new, valuable, and inde¬ 
pendent elements, such as the occupants between 104 and 50/. 
in villages and small towns now unrepresented. We should also 
gain the advantage (the importance of which we shall speak of 
presently) of multiplying the cases in which a constituency has 
to vote for three members in lieu of two. 

III. We have now to consider whether some plan cannot be 
devised for collecting sufFrages at Parliamentary Elections, 
which shall neutralise, or defeat, or reduce to a minimum, the 
undue influences which now so extensively prevail. Two con¬ 
trivances have been suggested for this purpose— the ballot, and 
voting papers. Let us say a few words on the latter 
suggestion first. We have nothing to ddd to the arguments in 
its favour which we adduced at considerable length in our 
former paper. But since that paper was published, the plan 
has been much discussed, and we have received many comr' 
munieations disapproving of it, and alleging the abuses 
which have attended it at parochial elections as a reason against 
adopting it in Parliamentary contests. It appears unquestion¬ 
able that great abuses have attended it. A late election of 
guardians of the poor at Leeds afforded a flagrant example. 
An oflicial investigation took place, when it ilas proved that 
frauds of all kinds had been committed,—that the voting papers 
had been collected by unauthorised parties, and bad been de^ 
stroyed by them; that papers had been suppressed or altered 
after delivery to the proper collectors; and that names had been' 
entered and signatures foiled in papers which had been delivered 
blank to the collectors. That such frauds should have been 
possible reflects gre^t discredit upon those who had the conduct 
of the election, and neglected the simple precautions which 
would have precluded them. That such precautions should mot 
have been prescribed and enforced by the law which enacted 
this plan of voting, and that no fitting penalties Wfcre provided 
against offenders, may be discreditable to the authors of that 
law. But that the prevalence of frauds so easy to be guarded 
against is any conclusive argument against the system of ^ 
which they form no necessary concomitants,— is a OqpdLu- 
sion which we cannot admit. Lord Shaftesbury, ih the ses- 
siem just closed, introduced into the House of Lmdd^^a ’bill 
(which was most favourably received) for adopting the of* 
voting papers at Parliamentary elections, and emi^y^i^ a few 
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obvious and simple provisions agninst the possibility of such 
frauds as are alleged, to have occurred in parochial contests. 
That bill proposed to enact that each distributor or collector of 
papers should be accompanied (if required) by an agent in the 
interest of each candidate to see fair play; that he should be 
provided with a list in which he should enter or tick off each 
]|aper as delivered or received back; and that it should on 
delivery to him by the voter be at once dropped into a sealed 
bag or boX) which should be opened only by the returning 
officer, and that the votes thus collected should be opened and 
counted on the appointed day in the presence of the candidates 
or their agents. It enacted, moreover, severe penalties against 
«U forgers, or abstractors, or offenders of any sort, and also 
against any advice or canvassing by the collector or those who 
accompanied him. It appears to us that if these or similar arrange¬ 
ments were enacted and vigilantly carried out, such abuses as 
have occurred would be effectually prevented, or easily detected 
and severely punished. On this ground, therefore, we see no 
reason to rescind the opinion we expressed in favour of the plan.* 
But some of our objectors allege further that it would be 
inoperative against undue influence; that it would not afford the 
protection it is supposed to aflbrd to the timid voter; that many 
pusillanimous electors who now are absent from home or have 
a violent influenza or a sprained ancle on the polling day, and 
so escape voting against their convictions, would, under the 
proposed systein, be compelled to vote; that they would be 
fiubject to domiciliary visits, and to intimidation of the most 
oppressive sort; and that bribeiy would be as rife os ever. To 
these representations we reply, — that wc never recommended 
the plan as one that would affect intimidation,—which in truth 
it would leave much where it is, except that the bullying of 
mobs on the polling-day would be escaped;—but that it would 
greatly diminish bribery, inasmuch as it would entirely ex¬ 
tinguish that bribery (the most prevalent and open of all) which 
takes placjB'towards the close of the contest, when the issue is 
doubtful and hangs upon a few votes — since no one bribes 
unless success is both uncertain, and possible. We recommended 
the plan not as one which would extinguish that element* of a 
constituency which is subject to bribery and intimidation, but as 
one which would reduce it to comparative insignificance by vir- 


* It is possible that the arrangements proposed in Lord Shaftes¬ 
bury’s lEhll, may be found, when tested by practice, to be inadequate 
‘ and imperfect; but, in that case, surely experience would soon suggest 
the needed supplements or alterations. 
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tually adding to the constituency a large number of sensible 
and independent but lazy or torpid TOters^—wK^h would 
diminish it a little positively and a great deal relatfoely. 
We recommended the plan, finally, as an arrangement which 
would both increase* and improve our coustSfuencies— 
would both elevate and equalise electoral action. We see, 
however, all the possible difficulties which might impede the 
beneficial working of the plan, and we do not desire* to adhere 
to it with unseemly pertinacity. Probably the wise arrangement 
would be to introduce it first into the elections for the Uni¬ 
versities and for the ‘ educated ’ constituencies of which we shalF 
have to speak presently, and to be guided, as to its extension^ 
by its success in these experimental cases. 

Twelve or fifteen years ago the Ballot was the favourH# 
panacea of the more advanced liberals in Parliament, and it i» 
even now regarded as infallible and indispensable by the 
Chartists and the extreme section of the radicals. But of late 
it has greatly lost ground in the estimation of philosophical 
reformers, and of the educated classes generally, as every one 
may assure himself by counting over those among his own 
friends who were formerly its zealous advocates, but who now 
have ceased to think it desirable, or have lost all faith in its effi¬ 
cacy. We do not admit the considerable number of votes which 
it still commands in the House of Commons as any proof to 
the contraiy. f The ballot became tlie watchword of a party — 
a necessary tenet in the creed of radical candidates; and, like 
many other articles de foi, it has retained its })osition long after 

• From a Parliamentary Paper (No. 106. 18.53) we find that at the 
last election, 69 per cent, of the registered electors polled in county, 
contests, and 82 per cent, in borough contests, the proportion in¬ 
creasing inversely in proportion to the size of the place; — varying 
from about 50 per cent, in Leeds and the metropolitan boroughs, 70 
per cent, in Manchester and Liverpool, to 90 and 94 per cent, in 
Westbury, Taunton, Evesham, and Pontefract. 

It is interesting to compare these numbers with those in France 
under the Constitutional Monai’chy. Thus, in the six general elections 
that took place between the second and third revolutions ~. 

Ri>g. Elec __ 

In 1831 out of 166,582 125,090 voted, or about 75 per cent. , 
1834 „ 171,015 129,211. „ „ 75 „ 

1837 „ 198,836 151,720 „ „ 77 « 

1839 „ 201,271 164,862 „ „ 81 ' 

1842 „ 220,040 173,694 „ „ 79 

1846 „ 240,983 199,827 „ „ 82 

t On the last division, 172 voted with Mr. Bcrkely, and 232 agilihst 
bim. I ** 
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all vital or active belief in it has died out; and of the private 
converts from it comparatively fevir liave yet ventured on a 
public recantation. Wc could, however, name several with 
whom, the ballot was formerly a sine qua non^ who would now 
deem it a step backward. 

In most of the discussions which have hitherto taken place on 
thiff question, two points, essentially distinct, have been assumed 
to be inseparably connected—the desirability of secret voting, 
and the probability of the ballot-box securing the secresy 
desired. We have a few words to say on each of these ques¬ 
tions in turn. And; first, is secret voting desirable or not ? 

There is great strength in the plain broad position taken by 
the advocates 'of secret voting. * It is (they say) a mock^y 
'and a cruelty, to give the sufirage to men whom you will not 

* protect in the exercise of it. It is absurd to give the fran- 

* chise to tenants and workmen, when you allow landlords and 

* employers to dictate to them how they shall exercise it* It is 

* deceptive to confer a privilege under conditions which make it 
*a penalty, a danger, and a snare. It is scandalous to call upon 
'a citizen for the performance of a public duty, and at the same 
‘ time to allow him to suffer for the honest and conscientious 

* performance of that duty. It is idle to confer votes upon men 

* under circumstances which deter them from registering those 
‘votes.’ We concede much of this. It zs cruel and deceptive 
to gfve the franchise to men who cannot or dare not exercise it 
freely, and to render the simple discharge of an elementary 
dvic duty a matter of peril or of loss. But it is by no means 
equally clear that we ought to look for a remedy in tlie direc¬ 
tion of systematic secresy. Secret voting is defensible only on 
three pleas: that it is necessary for the })rotection of the electors 
from bribery or intimidation; that it will effectually afibrd this 
protection; and that it will introduce no worse evils than it 
removes. Now, in the first place, we must bear in mind tbat 
the voters who need or desire this protection are every where a 
minority—generally a snail minority—and certainly a minority 
which will be greatly reduced by the measures we have sug¬ 
gested, and by such as are sure to be adopted, for the purifica¬ 
tion, elevation, extension, and redistribution of the franchise. 
The disfranchisement of the old freemen will materially diminish 
the bribable electors; the abolition or combination of small eon- 
stitueitcics will have a vast operation in disarining both intimi¬ 
dation and corruption ; the removal of the corn-laws, and the 
‘consequent necessity under which the landed gentry find them¬ 
selves of urging on agricultural improvement, and of seeking for 
skilful farmers inst^jad of subservient ones, is i^ly rendering 
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tenants more independent of thdr landlon^$ and landlords less 
willing to part with good tenants, or put up with bad 'ones, out 
of political considerations; and finally, the condfined efiect of 
emigration and free trade, by altering the condition of the 
labour-market, by increasing the demand and leeseaing the' 
^pply, is rapidly emancipating labourers and operatives of 
every de^iption from the thraldom of their employers, and may 
ere long entirely reverse the relative position of the* parties. 
The poor and the humble are every year becoming less Imble to 
be coerced and less willing to be unduly influenced by the ridr 
and great. The state of tilings which gave rise to the deumnd' 
for secret voting and to a considerable extent justified tho^dbhess 
which was laid upon it, is fast passing away into the domain of 
history; and to enact the ballot now, would be to erect an in¬ 
convenient and perhaps dangerous bulwark against a subsiding ' 
flood —>to administer an untried and possibly noxious remedy, for 
a disease which was rapidly dying out. 

In the second place, we see no reason to believe that secret 
voting, even if perfect secresy could be secured, would be an 
effectual protection to the voter who needs it, and we have never' 
been able to meet with an advocate of the ballot, who could 
reassure us on this point. ‘ A landlord who would otherwise 
‘ be guilty of the oppression will not change his purpose becaube 
^ you attempt to outwit him by the invention of the ballot: he 

* will become, on the contrary, doubly vigilant, inquisitive,*and 

* severe. ** 1 am a professed BadicaJ,” said the tenant of a 

* great duke to a friend of mine, ** and the duke knows it; but 
‘ if I vote for iis candidates, he lets me talk as 1 please, live 

* with whom I pl^ise, and does not care if I dine at a Radical 
^ “ dinner every day in the week. If there was secret voting, 

* nothing could persuade the duke or the dukeb master, the 
*" stewara, that 1 was not deceiving him, and 1 should lose my 
‘ farm in a week.’ If you conceal from the landlord the only 
^ proof he can have of his tenant’s sincerity, you are taking from 

* the tenant the only means he has of living quietly on his farm« 
‘ You are increasing the jealousy and irascibility of the tyrant^ 
^ and multiplying instead of lessening the number of his victims. 
‘ For, not only do you not protect the tenatit who wishes to 
‘deceive his landlord, by promising one way and voting another, 
‘ but you expose all the other tenants, who have no intention of 
‘deceiving, to all the evils of mistake and misrepresentation. 
‘ The steward hates a tenant, or a rival wants his farm: they 
‘ begin to whisper him out of favour, and to propagate rumoum 
‘ of his disaffection to the blue or the yellow cause : as matfeep 
‘ now stand, he can refer to the poll-book, and show how he hmi 
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^ voted. Under the ballot this security is gone; and he is ex- 

* posed, in common with his deceitful neighbour, to that suspicion 

* from which none can be exempt, when all vote in secret. If, 
‘ then, ballot answered the purpose for which it was intended, 
‘ the number of honest tenants whom it exposed to danger would 
*1)6 as great as the number of the deceitful tenants whom it 
f ^teened.’* Many of these remarks will apply equally to the 
eftse of ^opkeepers, and artisans, and employes: it would be in 

^e Jjower of any malicious person to spread a report against 
iSny one whom he designed to injure, that he voted for this or 
that tffipopular candidate; he could notdear himself, and would 
•l^oi^an object of doubt and,suspicion to both parties. Secret 
voung^lmight possibly discourage bribery by making it im¬ 
possible to ascertain that ‘ value received,* without which no 
Englishman likes to part with his money ; but we believe it is 
the opinion of the most experienced electioneering agents, that 
our habits of corruption would soon accommodate themselves to 
the new plan, and that even under secresy, bribery would soon 
become as rife as ever. 


In the third place, it is by no means certain that the evils 
which secret voting would cause are not fully equal to those 
which it would cure. Its advocates lose sight of the important 
consideration—or perhaps keep it out of sight—that it would 
rempve all the salutary as well as the noxious effects of publicity; 
it would neutralise the legitimate operation of public opinion, as 
well as the illicit operation of private pressure and intrigue; it 
would strike good and bad influences with equal impoteiice. It 
would leave the field open to the unchecked workings of every 
mean motive, and every private malice. No man with any shred 
or vestige of a character, now dares to vote against the candi¬ 
date who represents his known political opinions because he has 
wounded his vanity, or crossed his pecuniary interests: under 
the shelter of secresy he could do this with impunity. Many 
would be open to bribery then who dare not dream of such a 
thing now; many would be guided by personal motives then— 
by privsfte pique or private affection—who must for very shame 
vote according to their conscience now; many shrink from public 
exposure who would not shrink from the secret sin. The usual' 
arguments in favour of ballot presuppose a very false assump¬ 
tion—viz. that every man always wishes to vote according to 
his political professions, and his avowed party principles, and 
that fear prevents him from doing so;—whereas it is almost as 
often the case that he wishes to vote according to secret motives 


• Sydney Smith’s Works, vol. iii. p. 
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or predilections wliich will not bear avowal, and that he is with¬ 
held by publicity from doing so. Secresy would no doubt en¬ 
able many timid men to vote according to their conscience: it 
would assuredly enable many corrupt, men to vote agmnst their 
conscience. It would disarm one* set of sinister Influences 
to give free scope to another set quite as mean, quite a^diui^, 
gerous, and probably not much less general. In America lye 
have ample evidence that such has been the case, and we hayq 
no reason to believe that it would not be the case here. 

Charles Lyell was assured by a Member of the Mississippi 
gislature * that the repudiation of the 'state debt there, woiJ^^pf* 
‘ have been carried in this country but for the facility anIljPlu 

* by secret voting. The same individuals who openly professed a 

* more honourable line of conduct, must (he said) have taken< 

‘ advantage of the ballot-box to evade an increase of taxation^ 

' otherwise there oould not have been so great a majority in favour 
‘ of disowning their liabilities.’ Another politician of high 
character and long experience in the United States, affirmed to 
Mr. Trcmenheere ‘that ballot was'the parent of repudiation.’ 
One page in the recent history of France is also worth citing 
as bearing upon this subject. Under the Constitutional Charter . 
between 1840 and 1845, the votes in the Chamber of Deputies, 
as well as in the Electoral Colleges, were secret. In the latter 
year the impre^ion had become so strong that this system, *so 
far from securing honesty, actually promoted and facilitated 
sinister influences and low intrigues, that M. Duvergicrde,Hau- 
ramie proposed its abolition in the Chamber, and the substitution 
of open voting, like our own. Louis Philippe was greatly 
alarmed, and was vehemently hostile to the change, and insisted 
upon M. Guizot (then Prime JMinistcr) opposing it. That 
statesman, .however, took a different view of the subject, and 
urged that it would lead to more honest and therefore to more 
conservative voting. ‘ Je croyais,’ (he said afterwards) ‘ qtien 

‘ dijouant hcaucoup cPintriyues, de trakisons cachees, et en imposant 
‘ aux partis poUUques plus de fidelite et de consistance, ce chonge- 
‘ ment tourneroit au profit du gouvernement que je dirigeais alors, 

* plutdt que contre luL Jc me refusal done aux instances du 
‘ Roi; je laissai passer la proposition de M. Duvergier de 
‘ Hauranne sans la combattre, en disant meme tout haut que jc 

‘ I’approuvais. L’experience me donna raison: le parti conserva- ; 

* tour dans notre Chambre des Deputes ne perdit point ennombre 

* et gagna en fermet^.’—It is curious that both parties, the liber^ , .i 
and the conservative statesmen, should have concurred in con- * 
demning, as leading to unconscientious voting, that very system 

VOL. XCVIIL IfO. CC. B B 
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of seoresy which we are proposing to adopt, with a precisely op¬ 
posite purpose and hope. 

But putting aside all these considerations, and supposing that 
secret voting were desirable, will the ballot secure tliat Secresy ? 
This is what its advocates have wholly and invariably failed to 
show. They have almost universally evaded this point of the 
discussion. They have never been able to make it clear that in 
popular elections secresy could be secured by any machinery 
whatever—in this country at least. They have never fairly 
ng^t the crushing logic with which Lord Brougham and Sydney 
have addressed themselves to this vital section of the ar- 
^X^t. In all small constituencies, as in the smaller wards or 
portions into which large constituencies are virtually divided, 
every man’s political opinions—if he have any—are known to 
his neighbours, to his canvassers, to those interested in watch¬ 
ing him. The more difficult it is for him to vote according to 
his convictions—^i. e. the more he needs the protection of the ballot, 
—the more closely will he be watched and the more certainly 
will his real opinions be known. Under a system of secret 
voting, he will be assumed to have voted according to his opi¬ 
nions, and will be bullied and oppressed as much as ever. Now, 
disguise it as we may, in all cases in which secresy is needed, 
viz. in the case of timid, dependent, bribed, or bullied voters, 
th6 ballot is only a machine for enabling a man to tell a lie 
without being found out —to say to his oppressor or corrupter 
*1 voted for your candidate,’ when in reality he did not. 
But will it enable them to tell this He with impunity ? Far from 
it; it will only secure him secresy on one day in the year. It 
will shroud him in a momentary darkness, which every other 
moment will betray. If the baUot is to be an effectual security 
to him, he must be unmarried; he must drink water; he must 
wear no colours, or must wear the wrong ones; he must take no 
part iiji political action or political conversation, or he must take 
a part systematically, laboriously, and skilfully deceptive; he 
must be silent, or he must be false, at the council board and over 
the counter, in the market and in the field, at the convivial table 
and in the confidential couch; he must be as skilful and unceas¬ 
ing a deceiver as a Bussiah diplomatist or an Italian conspi¬ 
rator. In fine, before the ballot can enable him to exercise the 
franchise with impunity, he must become a man to whom no fran¬ 
chise can with safety be entrusted,* In no popular elections. 


* * ‘ The ilHngle lie on the hustings would not suffice ; the concealed 

democrat who voted against his landlord (or aristocrat who voted 
against the mob) must talk with the wrong people, subscribe to the 
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except when the members are so numerous that individuals are 
lost in the mass, can we hear that the ballot is effectual in secu- 
rinff secresy to each man’s vote. It does not do so in the pa¬ 
rochial elections in Marylcbono; it does not do so, and is not even 
advocated as doing so, in the United States; it does not do so 
even in France now, if the constituencies are either small 
or subdivided. We call attention to the following remarks 
recently sent to us by one of the most eminent statesmen of that 
country, in reply to some questions wc had addressed to him, as 
to the practical efficacy of the bdlot—of which he is a zealous 
votary: — “ Vous n’ignorez pas, sans doutc,, que dans la premidre 

* edition du Plebiscite dii 2d Decembre 1851, Louis Napol^n 

* avait ordonno que les citoyens se prononccraient sur le coup 
‘ d’etat par un vote public. Deux jours aprtss, il a fallu revenir 
‘ sur cette disposition, parcequ’on a vu quo le peuple de Paris 
‘ menn^ait do se soulevcr si on touchait au scrutin secret. Depuis 
' on a aiteiiit a peu pres le but qu\m se proposait^ mais indirectement, 
‘ par le vote au inllaye. Vous devez bien comprendre, en effet, que 
‘ refficacite ou la non-cfficacite du Ballot, quant au secret, des 
‘ votes, depend beaucoup du deplacemcnt des ^lecteurs et de leur 
‘ nombre. Quand on vote en village, et en tres petit nombre, il est 

* presqUe impossible de eacher a ses voisins comment on vote ; quand, 
‘ de jdus, le scrutin est depouille par le maire ou par quelqiies 

autres habitans des villages, il ne se peut que les ecriteurs ife 

* Boient j'as aisement reconnus. Le Ballot iCest plus, alors, un 

* sauc<garde que dans les villas ; il n^est presque plus utile il rien 
‘ dans les cainpaynes.^ 

The examples of America and France are so constantly 
referred to in all discussions on the question of Ballot, that it is 
worth while to spend a few' moments in endeavouring to 
ascertain what they amount to, and in what direction their 
lessons point. To begin wdth the latter. 

Analogies, unless they are complete and perfect, are de- 

'.vrong dab, liuzzah at the wrong dinner, break the wrong head, lead 
a long life of lies betAcen every election ; and he must do this not 
only eundo, in his cairn and prudential state, but redeundo from 
market, w'ai'mcd with beer and expanded by alcohol; and he must not. 
only carry on his seven years of dissimulation before the world, but 
in the very bosom of his family, or he must expose himself to the 
dangerous garrulity and indiscretion of wife, children, and servants; 
and mere gentle, quiet lying will not suffice *, the quiet passive liar 
will be suspected; and he will find, if he does not wave his bonnet 
and strain his throat in furtherance of his bad faith, and lie loudly, 
that he has put iu a false ball in the dark to very little purpose.' 
(^Sydney Smith’s f Forks, vol. iii. p. 154.) „ » 
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<!ieptiye and misleading; and analogies between France and 
^Ingland seldom rim on all fours. Indeed, no two countries 
' can well be more dissimilar in national character or in social 
circumstances. England lias the least, France has the most, 
centralised government in Europe. In England it is the 
influence of individuals in elections that has to be watched and 
guarded against: in France it is that of the Administration. 
England is a country of great proprietors, who exercise wide 
sway in their respective districts, and over their poorer 
neighbours: In France property is enoripously subdivided— 
nearly every elector has a small estate—few of the gentry 
possess large ones; hence the influence of the upper classes is 
almost entirely a moral and legitimate one. Again, while 
corruption in the higher ranks of public life has prevailed in 
France to an extent long unheard of in England, corruption 
among electors, so rife here, is almost unknown there. We are 
assured on the very highest authority (and wc have no reason 
whatever for doubting the assertion) that the offer of a bribe to 
a French peasant for his vote, would be held as an insult, and 
its acceptance as a crime.* But the essential difference between 

* ‘ Quant it la question que vous me faites sur les opinions qui 
regnent dans notre people en matiere de corruption electorale, je 
rdpondrais que la corruption, et surtcut la corruption d’argent, lui a 
paru toujours deshonorante; qu’un electeur qui se ferait payer pour 
donner un vote serait vu du mcme ceil qu’un teinoin qui ferait aclietcr 
sa deposition. Un candidat qui in etait oppose dans une des luttes 
electorales que j’ai eu k soutenir, ayant etc accuse, fort a tort, d’offrir 
de I’argent aux electeurs, cola lui fit un tort irreparable. Ses amis 
meme n’osaient plus voter pour lui de peur de passer pour avoir ete 
payes. Le fait est, qu’en matiere electorale, le people a encore, cn 
France, les avantages et les inconveuiens de la jeunessc politique. 11 
est inexperi mente, faible, quelques fois passionne — mais honnete. 
C’e^t en lui prechant de fausses doctrines, en lui faisant croire a des 
progres sociaux imaginaires, en flattant ses jalousies ses haines —et 
non en lui offrant de I’argent — qu’on I’entraine.’ {^Extractfrom the 
Letter of a Liberal Statesman.) 

* La corruption * directe et positive, I’achat des suffrages h prix 
d’argent, a toujours etc, parmi nous, un cas tres rare. Elle est si 
fortement reprouve par nos raoeurs qu’elle out perdu lout gouverne- 
ment et tout parti qui en eut adopte la pratique. Elle convenait mal 
d’ailleurs a la nature de notre corps electoral. Quoique la plupart de 
nos electeurs fussent dans une petite condition sociale, ils avaient 
presque tous cependant une certaine mesure de fortune et d’indepen- 
dence; et en efit cofite trop cher pour acheter, parmi eux, beaucoup 
,de suffrage's s’ils avaient ete disposes a y consentir. Queiques actes 
honteux de ce genre peuvent toujours se produire; ils n’ont chez 
nous que des faits isoles, sans importance politique.* {Letter from a 
Conservative Statesman.) 
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the two countries, to which we wish now to direct attention, is 
the extraordinary power and omnipresence of the government 
in France, and tlie manner in which it interpenetrates every 
position and locality '; the degree to which'every man, in every 
action and relation of private life, is at the mercy, and subject 
to the interference, of some bureaucrat, wliose orders emanate 
from head quarters;—a state of things of which we have no con¬ 
ception here, and which goes far to explain the tenacity with 
which Frenchmen demand and dins to the ])rotection of tire 
ballot. 

Another reason which led to the introduction, and which 
causes the high value set upon secret voting in France, and to 
which we have no analogy in England, has been thus stated to 
us by a most C(jmi)etcnt observer, whose words we prefer to our 
own. “La France, depuis 1789, a etc plusieurs fois domiu4e, 

* tantot pardcs pouvoirs retolulionnaircs, tanlot par des j)ouvoirs 
‘ despotiques, egalement violens tour a tour, et coiitre lesquels la 

* lutte 15gale etalt impossible, et la resistance de fait tres diihcile 
‘ et tres i)erillcusc. II en est resulte, chez les hommes moderes, 

* chez les honnetes gens, une disposition tres craintive. II leur 

* scmble qu’ils sont toujours en presence. ou a la vcille de 
‘ I'anarchie ou de la tyrannic, et dcs reactions alternatives qu’elles 
‘ entrainent. II n’agisscnt librcrncnt, et selon leur raison et Icuf 

* conscience, quo lorsqu’ils sc croyent on suretC* contre ccs r5- 
‘ actions et ccs violences, a I’abri du vote secret. II nc faut p*hs, 

* vous le savez, mettre les hommes a de trop fortes ^preuves. 

‘ Lc vote public eut etc bien sunvent, parmi noiis, dej)uis soixahte 
‘ ans, une epreuve trop forte pour la plupart dcs honnetes gens, 

‘ car ils sc seraimi crus places entre la vie et la mart. Tant de 
" gens sont inontes sur I’echafaud, pendant le regime de la 
‘ Terreur, pour un suffrage ouvertement cx[)rimd ou pour une 

* signature donnee a une petition ! Bien qu’avant Fevrier 1848, 

‘ CCS terns fussent dijii loin de nous, lc souvenir en ctait encore 

* tr^s vif et tres puissant, nieme dans les esprits les pfus eclaircs.* 
We can well understand the eagerness with which men, the 
votes of whose fathers, and whose own votes in their youth, were 
given at the hazard of their life, cling to the protection of the 
ballot, without drawing thence any very cogent argument for 
its introduction into a country where dangers of this sort are 
removed-by the distance of centuries. 

We draw from the same document a third cause for the 
establishment and maintenance of secret voting under the 
Constitutional Monarchy, viz.: the small number of electors, 
which# ranged from 166,583, in 1831, to 240,983, in 1846. 

‘ Par rapport u la population du royaume, ce noinbre 5toit petit. 
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* et il y avait dfxns I’ar^ne 61ectorale pcu d’acteurs pour taut de 

* spectateurs. II cn rcsultait pour cliacun des electcurs une 
‘ plus grande part de responsnbilite; au lieu de se perdre dans 
‘lafoule, ils etaient, chacun dans le licu de sa residence, dis- 

* tinctement en vue et attcntiveinent surveill^j par le public. 

* Et en m^me terns bcaucoup de ces electcurs etaient dans une 

* condition sociale trop petite et trop faible pour porter publique- 
‘ ment et sans embarras Ic poids de cette responsabilite. II y a 
^en France, tous le savez, tr^s peu de grandes existences 

* individuelles: dans la projudeto territoriale, dans Ic commerce, 
‘ dans I’industrie, dans la inagistrature, dans le barreau, la 
‘ plupart des existences sont petiies et etroites. Non seulement 
‘ elles sont ])etites; ellcs sont, en outre, isolees; en ineme teins 
‘ que les grandes existences sont touibecs, les liens qui unissoient 

* jadis entre elles les petites existences out disparu; nous ii’avons 
‘pas plus de fortes corporations l:ine de grands seigneiira; 
‘point d’individus puissans par eux-meincs et ii eux seuls; 
‘ point ou i)eu de liens entre les individus, quel qu’ils soient; 
‘une extreme independence des petits envers ceux qui sont 
‘places au-dessus d’eux, et un cxtieine isolcincnt de ces incmes 
‘petits entre eux; — ainsi cst faite aujourd’hui la societe 
‘fran^aisc. Le vote secret dans les elections a etc la conse- 
‘qucnce natnrelle de ces faits: — notre systeme Electoral no 
‘ nous donnait qu’un petit nombre d’electcurs; notre etat social 
‘ ne nous donnait quo des olecteurs laiblcs et isoles; notre etat 
‘ habituellcment revolutionnairc ne nous donnait guerc que des 
‘clecteurs inquiets ou craintifs;—ces trois causes ont egaleinciit 
‘ concouru a etablir ou a mainteiiir choz nous le vote secret.’ 

In the United States, where vote by ballot is in frequent 
though not universal use, it docs not up[)car that the citizens 
are much better satisfied with it than our Kadicals are with 
. open voting. It appears from the statementof Mr. Treincnheere *, 
that the most scandalous abuses prevail in the details of its 
management— that rio one has any confidence in the accuracy 
of its results — that the ‘judges’ or returning officers, who 
count and report the votes, frequently are, or arb believed to be, 
untler corrupt influence, and to falsify tlic returns; and that, ‘ in 
‘one notorious case, a candidate, whose kjiown and staunch 
‘ supporters numbered at least ball' the constituency, was beaten, 
‘ according to tlie ballot-lists, by a majority greater than that of 

* the whole constituency taken together.’ It is true tliat these 
abuses do not belong to the system, and might, and probably 
would, be altogether avoided in this country; but they at least 


** Notes *ou the United States and Canada, p. 117—121. 
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serve to show how questiomblc is the argument in favour of 
the ballot, drawn from its supposed useful operation in the 
United States.* Intimidation seems not to prevail at all there: 
it scarcely could in a country where an easy livelihood is always 
•to be commanded by honest industry, and where difference of 
ranks is so little marked. But bribery does prevail, in spite of 
the ballot, and apparently in some quarters to nearly as great 
an extent as with us. . In the year 1850, the Governor of the 
State of New York thus addressed the Legislature: — 

* The alarming increase of bribery in our popular elections 

* demands your serious attcnl ion. The preservation of our li- 

* bertics depends on tlie purity of the elective franchise, and its 

* independent exercise by tl)C citizen; and I trust you will adopt 
‘ such measures as shall eftectually protect the ballot-box from 
‘ all corrupting influences.’ 

In 1851 the Governor had to repeat the same warning::^— 

‘ The increase of corrupt practices in our elections has become 
‘ a subject of general and just complaint. It is represented that, 

‘ in some localities, the siittragcs of considerable numbers of 
‘ voters have been openly purchased with money. We owe it 
‘ to ourselves and to posterity, and to the free institutions which 
‘ we have inherited, to crush this hateful evil in its infancy, 

‘ before it attains sufficient growth to endanger our political 

* system.’ f 

It is remarkable that the ballot, even when adopted ii# the 
United States, is not adopted as a means of secresy, or so 
managed as to secure sccresy. In the State elections at Boston, 
where intimidation was said to have largely prevailed, the ballot 
was introduced two years ago as a corrective of this evil. M. 
Tremcnheere thus describes tlie process which he witnessed: — 

‘ I went to two of the polIijig-y)lace3 to see the process. 

* Persons were in attendance distributing printed lists of the 

* We extract the following from the private source to, which we 
Lave already referred: — 

* That any man, [in the United States] who chooses, can conceal 
his vote, by the mechanical means presented to him, I do not douibt. 
Indeeil I know it can be done, and is done. But there are so very 
few who care for concealment, and so very few who wish to 
influence the votes of others from personal interest, that I think it 
a matter of very little practical importance. Undutj influence, 

I believe, has sometimes been exerted. A man, however, would be 
ruined in general estimation, wlio could be proved to have exerted 
it by direct intimidation of individuals.’ 

I We believe, however, that Rhode Island and New York are 
nearly the only States where bribery is at all prevalerU, 
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‘ candidates of tbe three competing parties. The voter took 

* which list he pleased, put it into an envelope, and handed it to 

* the persons sitting in a portion of the room parted off, who 
' were appointed to receive it. I sato no attempt at concealment 

* or mystery ; the voting which I witnessed was as open as if no 

* envelope had been ttsed,^ * 

All these facts prove beyond a doubt, not indeed that the 
practice of America can be adduced against the ballot, but 
certainly that it cannot be appealed to in its favour. —On the 
whole, after a deliberate and impartial reconsideration of the 
entire question, our judgment is as clear and decided as ever 
against the ballot. Either a vote is a personal property or a 
solemn trust: if the former, it is difficult to prove that a man 
has not a right to sell it if he pleases; —if the latter, it is still 
more difficult to argue that it ought not to be exercised under 

O O 


* The recent fluctuations of opinion in the State of Massachusetts 
on the question of secret voting having been appealed to in Parlia¬ 
ment by both its advocates and its antagonists, it may be worth 
while to state succinctly the facts, from an indisputable authority :— 
‘Two years ago, the ultra democratic party united itself for special 
local purposes with the abolition paity, and so obtained a majority in 
the legislature of that essentially conservati ve State. Thinking to per¬ 
petuate their power by it, they passed a stringent secret ballot-law. 
But it failed of its end; that is, the results of the elections which 
took place under it did not correspond witli the expcctaiioils of Ihose 
who passed the law; and last winter, in spite of it, tlie old conser¬ 
vative party obtained their wonted ascendancy, and repealed it. 
' Meanwhile, however, a convention has been called to revise the 
fundamental constitution of the State, in which, by a similar combi¬ 
nation of democracy and abolitionism, the same party that passed the 
law is in the ascendant. This convention, still iu session, Las in¬ 
serted the secret ballot among the provisions of tlieir revised con¬ 
stitution, thus placing the principle of the secret ballot beyond the 
reach of future legislatures. But the amendments they are adjusting 
to the constitution must yei be confirmed by the vote of a majority 
of the people, and some of the changes proposed may endanger the 
whole; in whicli case, the question will still be left open for legisla¬ 
tion as it was before. In that event, however, 1 think the very next 
legislature will re-enact the secret ballot law of two years ago, 
because, though many persons, of whom 1 am one, object to it ns an 
injury to the manhood of the electors; still, in its practical working, 
it was found of so much less consequence than had been anticipated, 
that I think the opposition to it will be ineffectual, and it will become 
the settled policy of the State. You will understand, of course, from 
what I have i^aid, that the parties who passed the secret ballot law 
,two years ago, have just as much confidence in it now as they ever 
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the guarantee of a vigilant publicity. The ballot would not be 
an effective- security for secresy, and therefore would not be 
an effective protection to the voter. Even if secresy could be 
ensured, it is far from certain that it would be desirable, since it 
would render impotent salutary influences as well as sinister 
ones. Finally, the protection of secresy is becoming daily less and 
less necessary, as electors become more and more independent; 
and the impending Beform Bill will diminish this necessity etHl 
further. Vote by ballot would introduce new mischiefs at least 
as certainly as it would cure old ones: it is at variance with 
our national habits; it is at variance with our constitutionfd 
traditions; it may be pregnant with consequences which the 
most sagacious statesman cannot foresee, and which the most 
courageous statesman would not dare to encounter:—our voice 
is resolute against it. 

Provision having been made, by the arrangements above dis¬ 
cussed, for the purification and elevation of our existing and 
surviving constituencies, and for the suppression of such as are 
incurably and almost inevitably corrupt, we have arrived at the 
last branch of the problem before us—the possibility, namely, 
of constructing some electoral bodies of a competency above all 
question, and an integrity above all suspicion. We must bear 
in mind two or three important considerations. We nmst re¬ 
member that the greater the variety we can secure in our dbn- 
stituencics, the more complete and perfect will be the represent¬ 
ative character of our House of Commons; the more faithfully 
and successfully will it embody the thoughts, reflect the wishes, 
study the interests, and transact the business of the nation; the* 
more effectually will inequalities be rectified, omissions sup¬ 
plied, and partial or local injustices corrected and countervailed. 
We must recollect, also, that the wholesale suppression of close 
boroughs by the Beform Bill of 1832, and the continuance of 
that process by the abolition of small constituencies, which must 
now inevitably talcc place, have closed the avenues by which 
two very desirable classes of public men formerly found their 
way into Parliament —young men, namely, of great promise 
both as to character and talent, who intend to pursue political 
life as a career; and thoughtful and experienced men, who are too 
moderate, philosophic, and f ree from party feeling to be accept¬ 
able to large constituencies, and too independent and inflexible ta 
submit to the caprices or .to do the jobs of small ones. All our 
great statesmen, and nearly all our valuable public men, entered 
Parliament originally as members for those pocket-borougjhs 
which have been swept away; and most of them still prwer- 

* 4 ■ " 
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euch constituencies as c^mc nearest to these extinct Edens. 
Lord John Russell is almost the single exception. He sits for 
London now — but he sat for Tavistock to begin witii. Sir 
Robert Peel sat for Tam worth, with 400 electors; Lord Pal¬ 
merston sits for Tiverton, With 450; Sir James*Graham has 
sat for Dorchester with 420 electors, for Ripon with 370, and 
now sits for Carlisle with 1000; a Secretary of the Treasury 
sits for Westbury, with 300 electors; and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer represents the exceptional constituency of Oxford 
University. The Secretsiry-at-War and the Secretary to the 
Admiralty alone sit for counties, and Sir William Molesworth 
for a largo borough. Now it is quite clear that we cannot 
dream of restoring the old pocket-boroughs or Government 
seats; we cannot for a moment wish to retain the present small 
and corrupt boroughs; — yet neither can wc, without loss and 
mischief, dispense with the class of representatives whom these 
places have been accustomed to return. We must endeavour, 
therefore, to discover some unexceptionable constituencies to 
supply the place of these abolished ones, and to do their work. 
We must remember, too, that while })roperty and numbers are 
largely, and perhaps amply, represented, learning^ as such, returns 
only four senators out of 550 in Great Britain; while education, 
literature, science, the higher intelligence of the nation, — surely 
a most important ingredient in the national life, — have no 
8pe*cial representatives at all. If a scholar, a writer, a phy¬ 
sician, a mathematician, happens to be a >nan of protKJrty also, 
he obtains the franchise, not in virtue of his proved intellect, 
but in virtue of his casual possessions: be votes for that quali- 
'ficatioii in which he resembles the mass of his fellow-citizens — 
not for that in which he is ex hgpothesi distinguished from them 
and superior to them. But if lie chances to bo a lodger only, 
and not a householder, or if he is a poor man, or if he resides in 
one of the many hundred unrepresented towns, he has no vote 
at all. The men of aM most surely fitted for the franchise are 
the men of all least surely endowed with it. 

This is a state of things which unquestionably calls for remedy: 
the want we have indicated is certainly one which ought to be 
supplied. It has been proposed to effect these objects in the 
following manner*: — the purpose being, we must remember, 
to create a constituency of which every man shall bo competent, 
and every man incorruptible — shall judge by a different 
standard from the usjial popular electoral bodies^ be guided by 

* See Pamphlet at the head of our article. Parliamentary Reform ; 
the Educational Franchise. 
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different conlideratioiis, value different qualifications, seek a 
different sort of representatives. It is proposed to confer the 
franchise upon the ftdiowing classes,—a franchise peculiar and 
independent of any which as individuals they may possess:— 
clergymen and regular dissentii% ministers of any recognised 
denomination; solicitors, barristers, advocates, and Writers to 
the Signet; physicians, surgeons, and apothecaries; graduates 
of all the universities, fellows of all recognised learned bqdies, 
and masters of inspected schools. These all to form one consti¬ 
tuency,—90,000 in number it is calculated, and to return (say) 
70 nieriibers. Not, howevc;, to vote as one constituency; but 
for tliis purpose to be divided in certain proportions according 
to counties and districts: thus, Middlesex, Lancashire, and 
Yorkshire to return 6 each, Devonshire 2, Cumberland and 
Westmoreland 1 between them, and so on, according to a plan 
of which it is needless to discuss the details. The votes to be 
collected by voting-papers. 

Now, we profess no adherence to the special form or details of 
this plan; but its principles and outline have our hearty appro¬ 
bation. In the first place, it is according to precedent. It has 
a nucleus and an analogy in the existing representation of the 
two ancient universities. Then, it offers us a constituency less 
liable than any other to be bewildered and led astray by tem¬ 
porary passion and disturbance, to share popular prejudices or 
popular predilections for or against individuals, or to fall iif with 
the watch-word or fancy of the hour; — less likely to ostracise 
men of philosophic tempers and of distant vision, to discard a 
tried servant for a candid reservation, or an experienced states¬ 
man for a single lapse;—disposed to judge a candidate rather 
by his character and cajiacity than by his political opinions; — 
competent to discern, and willing to adopt, that sort of unob¬ 
trusive and unbcffcling merit which is so little appreciated by 
popular bodies in general: — a constituency, in a word, wdiiph 
it would be needless to canvass, which it would be an honour 
to re[)resciit, which it would be possible to please without con¬ 
cealing one opinion or torturing another, and to retain withopt 
one base compliance or one unworthy art; — a constituency 
which would approach as near as is practicable to the ide^ 
type of such bodies, in that it would select its members on 
public grounds alone, independent of all petty private personal 
considerations of fear or favour. 

We cannot be too ‘ tremblingly alive ’ to the importance of 
maintaining for the House of Commons, that character of intel¬ 
lectual superiority which has hitherto distinguished it. The 
tone of the Press is higher, its ability greater, and its influence 
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far wider, than at any former period. A largtir number of 
individuals judge for themselves in political matters than used to 
be the case, nnd are by education, information, and reflection 
qualified to do so. Under these circumstances, it would be a 
grievous pity, and a serious dftger, were,the great central arena 
for discussing questions of government and law to lose in any 
degree its wonted supremacy — were it to be discovered tliat 
sounder vie%ye, higher sentiments, more commanding powers, or 
more extensive knowledge, were brought to bear upon those 
subjects in other places than in the House of Commons — were 
it to be felt that Parliament did not invite and secure, or that 
constituencies did not choose, the mental &ite —the sommith as 
the French call it—of the nation. Yet this danger is no fanciful 
phimera if, while w’e extend and lower the electoral basis, we do 
not also qualify our proceedings in that direction by the creation 
of some such constituencies of superior qualification as we have 
been here contending for. The advocates of ])opular rights will 
defeat their own object, if they oppose any measure w'hich tends 
to raise the moral and intellectual authority of the popular repre¬ 
sentative body in the Legislature. 

The proposed allotment of seventy members to such a new elec¬ 
toral body would, however, be altogether inordinate, especially 
as a further defect in the existing system still remains to be 
remedied. Thirty -would bo nearer the mark. But the numher 
is a fuatter of very secondary consideration. Let us now proceed 
to the consideration of one more suggestion. 

The last point to which we desire to call the attention of the 
framers of the New Reform Bill, is the desirability of making some 
provision for an adequate expression of the voice of minorities. 
On a former occasion* we explained, at some length, the evil 
incurred, and the injustice perpetrated, under a system which 
enabled the majority in each constituency—liowever small that 
majority might be—to return all the members, and thus mono¬ 
polise the entire representation. We showed that, at present, 
these inconveniences are greatly mitigated and counterbalanced 
by the variety of our electoral bodies; some being large, some 
small — some agricultural, some manufacturing — some in¬ 
stinctively progressive and democratic, some instinctively con¬ 
servative and slow. The probable consequence of any new 
Reform Bill—unless expressly foreseen and guarded against — 
will be to diminish this variety, arid therefore to aggravate the 
evil and injustice in question,—especially if such reform should 
(as it almost certainly will) abolish small constituencies, and 


* See No.. 196. of this Journal (Jan. 1852), p. 270. 
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make any tlic least and most indbect approach to an enlarge** 
ment or amalgamation of electoral districts. The larger and 
more homogeneous the electoral bodies arc made, the more 
unjust and oppressive, because 'Ihc more universal, will the 
monopoly of majorities become. The monopoly or exclusive 
representation of majorities is the virtual non-representation 
or exclusion of minorities—of minorities which by possibility 
may amount to nearly half the nation, and which probably will 
exceed one-third. It is evident that such a result as this can 
not be contemplated without anxiety and regret, and would not 
be endured without extreme and well-founded discontent. And 
a legislator, therefore, who should devise a plan by which thn 
minority in each constituency should obtain its fair shar^ 
without obtaining more than its fair sharcy of the representation, 
would have deserved well of his country. 

But here we have to meet an objection which is urged against 
us, in limincy by that school of politicians who look at the subject 
in an abstract, French, and doctrinaire fashion. ‘We do not 
* (say they) recognise such things as parties —permanent ma- 
‘ jorities and minorities—in the State. The very essence of a 
‘ free government is, that numbers should prevail: the will of the 
‘ majority ought to give the law. It was so in all the free states 
‘ of antiquity: it has been so in all modern ones, where a really 
‘ just and defensible constitution hsis existed. The thcoly of 
‘ liberty w’ould be imperfect were it,not so.’ Now, not to refer 
again*, to the masterly argument of Burke, showing that the para¬ 
mount power and right supposed to reside in the decision of a 
mere numerical majority is a matter wholly of convention and 
arrangement,—not to remind our antagonists how constantly by 
constitutional forms majorities are set aside, and it is settled 
that in certain cases even the will of a minority should be pre¬ 
ponderating,—and conceding, for the sake of argument (or rather 
to avoid a discussion which would lead us too far), that the 
decision of majorities ought, in ultimate resort, to be taken as the 
decision of the .whole, and therefore to have the force of law,— 
we wish to point out that the decision of the majority after the 
discussion of a law, and the decision of the majority in the choice 
of representatives who are to discuss that law, are wholly distinct 
things; the analogy between them is imperfect, and therefore de¬ 
ceptive. In the democratic States of antiquity, indeed, such ae 
Athens, where the representative system was unknown, where 
the whole people met in deliberative assembly to frame their .own 
laws and to administer their own executive government, the 


See No. 196. of this Journal (Jan. 1852), p. 258. 
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aimlogy was complete and true. Proposed measures or enact- 
meilts were there discussed, recommendations were listened to, 
objections were heard and answered: the minority were there fairly 
repteaented, because they were present in propria persona ; there 
was, therefore, no injustice in requiring them to bow to the 
decision of the majority when given against them. In the same 
manner, it is perfectly right that in our House of Commons the 
minority should give way when outvoted, and cheerfully acquiesce 
in their defeat. But it will be obvious, on a moment’s considera¬ 
tion, that there is a wide and indestructible difference between 
being not successful and being not heard—between being out¬ 
voted and being excluded—between being defeated after full 
deliberation in a legislative assembly and being denied a hear¬ 
ing and a seat in that assembly — between succumbing in the 
lists and being forbidden to enter them. Now, constituents at 
the poll are not a deliberative body: they hear no arguments; 
they decide no measures; they meet simply to determine by 
arithmetical calculation who shall be chosen to discuss and de¬ 
cide *; — and if minorities are altogether overpowered, sup- 
’ pressed, and virtually non-existent because non-apparent, — if 
they return no portion of the members,— their ground of com¬ 
plaint ic, not that their candidates are outvoted in Parliament, 

, but that they are not allowed to go there, — that their opinions 
are rt;jected, not aftery but before, discussion, — that they arc 
reduced not onlv to submission, but to silence. And their com- 
plaint is just. No litigant may grumble because judgment goes 
against him before a fair tribunal; but if his counsel is not 
allowed to enter the Court or to speak on his behalf, then as¬ 
suredly he is the victim of a manifest injustice, and has a cams 
belli against the constitution which treats him thus. 

The mode by which we propose to ensure the constituent 
minorities their fair share in the representation — i. e, to make 
the majorities and minorities in the House of Commons cor¬ 
respond as nearly as may be to majorities and minorities in the 
country or in the electoral bodies — is to give (as now) to each 
elector as many votes as there arc members to be chosen, and to 
allow him to divide these votes as he pleases among the candi¬ 
dates, or to give them all to one. But, as at present most places 
return twp members, it is obvious that, under the proposed 
arrangement, wherever the minority exceeded one-third of the 
:^tal number of the electors, they would be able to return one 

* The only parties who will be disposed to dispute our argument 
will be those who hold that members arc merely the delegates, not the 
representatives, of their constituents. • 
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member, or to obtain one-lialf^Q representation—which would 
be more than their fair share, and would place them on an 
equality with the majority — which would never do; while, if 
they fell short of one-thirdy they would be, as now, virtually 
unrepresented and ignored. To obviate this, it will be necessary 
BO to arrange our electoral divisions that as many constituencies 
as possible should return three members: one of these a mi- 
norit}’', if at all respectable, could always manage to secure* 
We believe that such an arrangement might be carried into 
effect in a great number of cases without any increase of the 
actual number of the House of Commons, since so many of the 
existing small constituencies will need suppression or absorption; 
and in a combination of the two plans would be found, to a 
very great and perhaps an adequate extent, a remedy for the 
mischievous injustice we are considering.* Where there was 
only one member, the minority would have no share in the 
representation at all. Where there were two members, ^the 
minority, if above one-third, would have too large a share; if 
under one-third, too small a share. Where there were three 
members, it would obtain its just share, and no more. 

Wc cannot conceive any valid objection to this proposal— 
which we may call the cumulative vote; and it will be attended 
with one incidental and collateral advantage too important to be 
overlooked. It is this: the parties most, likely to be returoed 
by such minorities as our plan would enfranchise would be 
exactly the class of men most wanted in Parliament, and least 
able under existing arrangements to find an entrance there — 
those, for example, who were unpopular with the masses on 
account of some honest but unpalatable vote or opinion; those 
who sided altogether with neither of the extreme parties; those 
whoso merits were too unobtrusive and too little shorn/ to have 
been discerned by the multitude: those, in fine, who, not gene- , 
rally or universally appreciated, have few friends, but fast and 
zealous ones, and who therefore, though counting a minority of 
voters, might yet have a majority of votes. 

With these suggestions we will bid adieu to the gi'eat subject 
of Bepresentative Reform. We can leave it with perfect con-,. 
fidence in the hands of the statesmen to whom will be entrusted 
the construction of the measure which next Session is to inau- ., 


* This plan is sanctioned by the authority of the Committee of, 
Privy Council in their Report on the framing of a Constitution for the 
Cape of Good Hope. See Lord Grey’s Colonial Policy, vol. ii, 
p. 363. ^ 
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gurate. We know that their popular sympathies are large and 
hearty, while long experience will have made them cautious in 
their temper, and a wide range of study will have made them 
comprehensive in their views. We have no fear either lest they 
should propose any undigested scheme which will impair the 
vitality or undermine tlie foundations of those essentials of our 
system which have stood the test and received the sanction of 
six hundred years, or lest they should shrink from any measure 
merely because it is a large one, if it lies within the analogies and 
harmonises with the spirit of the Constitution. And if they are 
able—as we think tliey may be—to devise a plan which, by 
eliminating all the corrupt social elements which can be purged 
away, and embracing all the sound ones which can be discovered 
and included, shall impose a long if not a perpetual silence on 
all feverish and distracting agitations, they will have deserved 
well of their country, and may take rank among the real bene- 
faetdprs of mankind. 


Note to No. 199. p. 163. 

From information which has been obligingly communicated 
to us since the publication of our last Number, we learn that 
the*ring (purporting to be the Earl of Essex’s ring) belonging 
to C. W. Warner, Esq. (erroneously printed Warren in our 
Article), and that deposited some years since at Messrs. Drum¬ 
mond’s bank, are the same. At Maddersfield, in Worcester¬ 
shire, the seat of Earl Beauchamp, is a three-quarter length 
portrait of the Countess of Nottingham, with a ring suspended 
round her neck. It is, however, evident that, if the picture \vas 
painted in her lifetime, the ring suspended round her neck could 
not be Lord Essex’s ring, inasmuch as she had, according to the 
story, concealed her possession of it until her deathbed. 


Not-CCL will be published in Januaryy 1854. 
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witness, in allusion to the fact of the masses in the States being 
all capable of reading, adds, * the capacity that is obtained in the 

* schools creates a demand for newsp^ers.* Turn from this to 
the statement made bj^ Mr. W. E. Hickson, a member of the 
Association, in relating his experience in trying to read the papers 
to Kentish Tillagers (A. 3196): — * I discovered, to my,surprise,. 

* that I could not read twenty lines of the’leading ai;ticle of the 
‘ " Times ”• without finding that there were twenty words in it 
‘ whij^h none of my auditors .understood. I remember one 
‘ passage which not one of the agricultural labourers to whom 
‘ I was reading understood at all. The editor was speaking of 

* some operations of our fleet in the Channel ; the word “opera- . 

* “ tions ” puzzled them, the word “ fleet ” puzzled them; they 
‘ did not know what a fleet was, and they had not the slightest 

* idea of what the “ Channel” meant.’ 

Marvellous to say, a man of Mr. Hickson’s ability dreams 
that he sees a remedy for this in smaller newspapers -- which ‘ 
would, however, it is obvious from his own statement, be as 
little understood as the ‘ Times,’ unless they used words plainer 
than the plainest, and of less than one Syllable. The News¬ 
paper * revolutionists * (as they seem pleHied to be termed) 
instead of leaping at once to America and back, with the con¬ 
clusion that, under-the same fiscal and postal arrangements, the 
newspaper circulation of different countries would/, be similar, 
might have seen something at home which would have made them 
think again; in Ireland, (whose system has differed from that 
of the other two kingdoms only in her advertisement duty 
being. lighter by 50 per cent., and the stamp itself by 25 per 
cent.), the annual consumption of stamps per head of the popula¬ 
tion is less than 1; in ^Scotland it is more than 3 ! 

Since, then, the question, looked at from any side, thus ap¬ 
pears so plain, wliat, it will naturally be asked, are the over¬ 
powering motives, or the too rashly assumed results, which have 
blinded a few of our best and ablest public men, as well as a por¬ 
tion of the multitude who arc prone to echo ‘a gobd cry?* Their 
motives we shall learn presently from their own mouths; but 
the actual results for which they hope are very obscurely and 
oppositely defined. We are told what they want to destroy, but 
we are not told, or are told contradictorily, what they hope to 
build up in its place. If we listened to the chief witnesses, as 
distinct from the chief members of the Committee, we should 
learn, fir^t, that the British is ‘ the best press in the worldand * 
then that the result of the change they seek would be (Whitty, 
625) ‘a.total revolution in the whole press of the country’ — 
(Cassels, 1425') ‘ a complete revolution in the newspaper press 
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* of this kingdom.’ A total revolution in the best thing of the 
kind in die world is not a very satisfactory pfoposition; but 
there is in addition a very confusing antagonism of idea as to 

? what the revolution is to consist of. Some of the Association 
think it will make papers infinitely more numerous—others 
]?!that it will make them less numerous, though of greater circula¬ 
tion. For instanc<!i; Mr. Cole (2755) thinks that the grand 
benefit will consist in enabling newspapers to be setmp without 
capital; while the leading witness on the* same side, Mr.Whitty, 
says (617), ^to publish cheap papers would require abont four 

* times the capital that is required to publish a paper at present 
and again (631), ‘at present it does not cost much, but then you 
‘could not commence a newspaper certainly under 10,000/!’ 
Now, which of these two things are we to regard as the probable 
«nd the desirable one—papers set up by anybody every where, 
or papers set up nowhere but in great fields and by nobody but 
large capitalists ? 

Till further explanation we may continue to doubt whether 
either result would not be a misfortune. The hypothesis of a 
few monster or monopolising papers is suggestive of many evils 
and inconvenience#— for instance, in a country where parties 

* are so many and so keen, it would inevitably lead to the expedient 
lately existing in France of supporting newspapers by party 
subsidies, a^practice destructive of integrity and independence. 
But thbre is more need, we suspect, to look at the opposite hypo¬ 
thesis— the multiplication of petty papers in petty localities. 
And we would beg the reader to mark well both the probability 
of this result coming about, and the great deal that it signifies. 
At present, for instance, a London paper is as cheap at Inverness 
as at London, and so of an Inverness paper — the London papers 
go freely to Inverness and the Inverness to London; and thus 
there is a constant interchange and comming;ling of events and 
ideas, as between district and district, to the great benefit of 
both readers and writers. Under the proposed change, the 
paper of each locality will be cheaf)er there by at least the price 
of carrij^ge than the paper of any other locality; and inevitably 
people would more and more see only the paper of their own 
locality, and as inevitably that paper would write down to that 
locality, its topics, its prejudices, and its scandals. This cannot 
be gainsaid by those who ascribe to a penny such potency for 
good or evil, and who point? to the United States press as a 
niodel — for their American witness stated (3004) that ‘the 
‘circulation is more local than in this country:’ (2997) ‘a 
* paper is published in each district of 10,000 inhabitantsand 
(2982) ‘ as a rule, the papers do not penetrate into counties and 
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* towns in which other papers are published.* we have 

direct evidence from the agitators not onljj;. of what is likely 
but of what they desire: one of the witnesses, we have already 
seen, hopes the effect would be very considerably to exclude 
even the London papers even from so great and wealthy a place 
as Manchester; and another of them (Whitty, 624) s»ys thatl 
the grand efiect will be that‘three persons out of four'" will t^e 

* two local papers.’ Now, this looks as if the blessing were to 
consist not so much in giving a jpaper to those who had none, as 
in giving two to those who had one; but, letting that pass* look 
what is the balance of gain ani] loss by this change. The 
person who is afterwards to take two local papers, formerly took 
only one, which he sent to a friend in London in exchange for a 
London paper— a great benefit to both, not likely to be con¬ 
tinued when the transmission cannot be made without the trouble 
and sacrifice of a fresh payment. It seems impossible to con** 
ceive a system better fitted than the one we have for making 
the British press national and great — nor one better fitted 
than that with which we are threatened for making it local and 
petty. 

When—in looking for an explanaition of^the desire to substi¬ 
tute a system glaringly bad for one admittedly good—we 
further up we fare^ niuch worse. In various shapes it comes out 
that Mr» Cobden and his friends are actuated by^ the feeling 
that from the press, as at present constituted, they do«not re¬ 
ceive sufficient support as a party, or proper courtesy as indi¬ 
viduals. Time after time Mr. Cobden querulously questions 
the vritnesses thus: — 

‘ Is not the tone of the leading articles in the French^press 
‘ more courteous than those of England towards public men?’ 

‘ Has it not struck you that in the press of Spain (!) and 
‘ Germany there is greater courtesy shown towards indivi- 

* duals?’ 

Such manifestations of soreness in a man so eminent are 
equally surprising and saddening. One who has played so 
roughly and so successfully at bowls surely ought not to be so 
very tender and irritable as to rubbers. A man of such 
powers might be expected to add to his other qualities, if not 
magnanimity enough to take in good part, and even take^to* 
heart, the advices of the honest and sensible, at least equani¬ 
mity enough to despise the assaulf^ of the unscrupulous and the 
silly. At all events, the punishment at which he aims seems 
vastly too great for the provocation. Everybody must heartily 
wish that newspapers of a certain class, in speaking of and to 
Mr. Cobden, would pay more regard to truth, and taste, and 
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fieiise^ if not to his talents and achievements; but» nevertheless, 
we pannot but think that * a total revolution * by Act of Faiiia- 
, meat is too tremenddus and indiscriminate a retaliation. The 
ofiB^nders are, so far as we have seen, only a few of their dass, 
bat ‘ his great revenge has stomach for them alV 

* Nay, it would be well, or rather less ill, if even this were 
all. But, unfortunately for himself, and Wtunately for the 
forewarning of the public, Mr. Cobden has, since the Committee 
sat, still more fully revealed his designs and motives. For 
instance, the following passage, from a speech he delivered to a 
Mechanics’ Institution at Holmfirth last February, has an 
importance so painful as almost to entitle it to the name of the 
Second Holmfirth Catastrophe: — 

' ‘ People would resort to newsrooms, not to read the leading 

* articles—for, with all respect for the talented writers of the 
‘ public press, I regard the leaders as of far less importtmee than 

* the articles of news in the paper. Take a newspaper up, and 
' you will find news brought from all parts of the world; nine> 

* teen-twenlieths of the whole paper consist of news, and only 
‘ one-twentieth part of original articles or leaders; therefore, 

‘ with all respect to> the editors of these newspapers, I believe 
’‘.ithese original articles, so far as guidance and direction are con- 
‘ cerned, are the least useful and interesting p^ts of their papers 
‘ — facts an^ intelligence being more sought after by readers. 

* Thcrewe far more newspapers in America than here, hut they 

* have less political influence' 

What, then, have we here deliberately and explicitly revealed 
as to the motive and aim of the change laboured for by 
Mr. ^obden, and recommended by the majority of the Parlia¬ 
mentary Committee ? That the British newspaper press should 
cease to discuss public events and public men, and become a 
mere reporting and recording machine. And let it not be 
thought that this fact rests only on the avowal of Mr. Cobden; 
it appears in the whole spirit, and shines through the whole 
evidence of the agitators; nay, one of their ehief and most able 
men, Mr. W. E. Hickson, backed, at least to some extent, by 
Mr. Ewart, says (3212) that he ‘is willing even that leading 
‘articles should be prohibited!* Newspapers are to be pipes 
Yna^taining communication between orators’ lips and the public 
ear, but to emit any sounds on their own account is impertinent 
^ibd mischievous. ‘Prythee,4et those that play your clowns 
‘ispeak no more than is set down for them.’ 

And, to understand all that is meant, let us ask the ffiime 
high authorities (wc are here dealing only witb the leaders of 
the movemeot) what they expect to come in place of those dis- 
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cnssnons which they hope to suppress. Mr. Wliitty replies 
(679), * Beal tales from the police office, which are about the 

* most instructive reading in the world! * (688), ‘ I have 

* stated that I consider police reports the most instruotim and 
‘ most desirable reading in the world* Mr. W. E. Hickson 
(3198): ‘A good account of some trial at the assizes,’ — 

* good account ^of some farmer*s stackyard having been burnt 
‘ down!* Thus, then, we see the whole case—we know what 
we have, and we are allowed a glimpse of what we are to get. 
We have the freest, the ablest, the most powerftil press in the 
world; but—by reason of its not being invariably courteous to 
eloquent gentlemen in Parliamc?it—its place is to be given to a 
press that will, as a necessity of its ])Osition, restrict itself to 
being minute upon murders, and facetious upon rick-burning. 

It would surely be superfluous to entef on arguments show¬ 
ing that the British newspaper press, such as it is, free, 
copious, and able in discussion, has long been, is now, and 
probably will be for ever, the very life-blood of our political 
system; and that those propose the infliction of a national cala¬ 
mity,—a violence to the national tastes, habits, and interests,— 
who thus propose to destroy the press as an engine of discussion, 
and to relegate political speech and power solely to the platform 
and the inverted tub. If that fact admitted of doubt, or required 
discussion, it would not be necessary to range over a larger period 
than that embraced in Mr. Cobden’s own not very protracted 
public life, to find that, without the press, the platform some¬ 
times could not exist at all, and sometimes would exist only for 
evil. There was a time, not long ago,—though Mr. Cobden seems 
to have forgotten it,— before the platform could come into play, 
and when the press was the only means of keeping alive and 
advancing the great cause with which his name is for ever 
associated—when League lecturers’were pumped upon in the 
agricultural districts, and even in manufacturing towns Mr. 
Cobden himself could scarcely hold a meeting without a pro¬ 
tection, by tickets, from Chartist and Protectionist inroads; — 
and, for thirty years previously, this use of the press had 
been exemplified in the history of the whole class of questions 
of Reform. There is a time at present—and Mr. Cobden 
seems to know it too sensitively — after the platform has 
begun to run riot, and when the press makes a stand against 
orudities and quackeries. The platform is good, though not 
better than the press, when public attention is aroused and 
public favour gained, but in evil days the platform sinks away. 
It is in a disoussional press, as in an ark, that good causes are 
preserved when in adverrity, and from it, as from an entrench- 
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ment, that bad ones are assailed when they are prosperous. 
All this is known to every man that has kept his eyes and 
understanding open these thirty years. The press as it is—as 
contradistinguished from what Mr. Cobden would have it to be 
—is the chief engine through which during this generation 
pf)litical reforms have been wrought in a country where political 
reforms have been more numerous, peaceful, an^ beneficial than 
in any other; and —now that the object is avowed —there may, 
perhaps, be fewer persons disposed to aid any change which 
tends to substitute for an engine so safe and so effective either 
the French barricade or the American * stump.’ 


AltT. VIII. — Life of Benjamin Robert llaydon. Historical 
Painter, with his Autobiography and Journals. Edited and 
compiled by Tom Tayloe, of the Inner Temple, Esq. 
3 vols. London : 1853. 

^T^his is'a sadly suggestive, a painfully instructive, book. As 
a revelation of p morbid spirit, as a psychological fact, there 
has been scarce anything since the days of Rousseau to compare 
with it. Of course we speak without reference to the immorality 
y which deforms the work of that celebrated writer. From any 
such corruption this book, right manly and English with all its 
faults, js wholly free. But otherwise, in melancholy interest, 
in picturesque and vigorous writing, in graphic touches of 
character, in the conscious exposition of feelings, and the quite 
unconscious exposition of failings, such, as men usually keep 
earthed up and hidden deep from sight, we question whether 
the famous * Confessions’ would not sometimes pale in com- 
parison. Considered merely as a contribution to the history of 
the Fine Arts in thb country, the book has also a peculiar 
value. Certainly no retrospect of the progress of Art or of 
opinion as relates to Art during the last forty years, could be 
written without reference to the remarkable and unfortunate 
man who stands self-portrayed before us in this extraordinary 
piece of biography, Haydon overrated himself every way, 
which is, perhaps, one reason why he was underrated by others. 
As *a power, both artistic and literary, he was in his own time 
quite misapprehended. By some regarded as a wild enthusiast, 
wj^o injured his own cause by his exaggerated pretensions and 
self-opiniated advocacy. By almost all who had begun by 
admiring and aiding him shunned at last as a most unprincipled 
and shameless beggar. By not a few denounced as an absolute 
madman; and, in truth, there seems have existed from the 
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first that disproportion in the structure of his mind Tvhioh tends 
to eventual insanity. But the history of our national progress 
during the last half century is now receding into distance.. It 
assumes as a picture its due gradation of light and shade; the 
figures take their proper place and comparative pron\|nence; and 
now it has really become a question whether Haydon, with all 
his inordinate egotism, did overrate the importance of his objects, 
though he may have overrated his own ability to achieve them. 
His mistake, his misfortune, lay in the self-willed arrogance 
which, perpetually irritated by contradiction and stimulated by 
opposition, saw only Haydon * wherever he looked, wherc- 
* ever he moved,’ as the great first cause, the primum mobile, of 
the grand revolution he meditatf.d; whereas there were irfany 
other existing causes, all tending to the same result, — elements 
in which and through which he might have worked instead of 
setting them, as he did, in opposition against himself. Still, 
when we review the rise and progress of that comprehensive 
and enlightened code of criticism to which Lessing and Goethe 
had given the first impulse in Germany, we see Haydon stand¬ 
ing out among us here, not owing any thing to the great 
Germans, not even taking up the same ground, yet in his own 
way an original thinker, a powerful writer, a passionate pleader 
for the true objects and interests of his art, a daring exposer, 
of the mean mistaken aims and subserviency of artists; a fear¬ 
less denouncer of the short-sighted neglect and consummate 
Ignorance of those in high places who had to decide on the 
ultimate uses of the Fine Arts, as a part of the culture of a 
people, and their protection and encouragement as a part of the 
duty of a government. These ideas sound trite at present; 
they were then new. The fashionable faith of our day was 
then the creed of a small set of pioneers, ill understood by 
others, not always understanding themselves. Haydon led this 
forlorn hope with an impetuosity which threw him ([uite beyond 
the reach of less ardent, less sanguine spirits. It is not bis 
eminence as an artist, but the story of his relations with Art — 
his battles with the Academy, his intercourse with painters, 
with patrons, with poets, with men of letters and statesmen — 
these form the artistic and historical value of the book. The 
^man’s peculiar idiosyncracy, his undoubted talent, his really 
noble aspirations, and the terrible demonstration before us that,, 
thus richly gifted, thus loftily ambitious, thus undauntedly per¬ 
severing, his career was a wretched failure, ending in self- 
inflicted death — these form the moral interest of the bookt 
Under both aspects it is full of matter, and might well claim. 
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with the concomitant and contemporary interests touched upon, 
more ample consideration than can be given to it here. 

We observe that among the critics who have been, we must 
think prudishly, severe in their strictures on j;his remarkable 
book, some are shocked by the tragic depth, thfe pitiable weak¬ 
ness, the cateless indiscretion of the revelations contained in it, 
and have thence decided that it has been prematurely given to 
the world. Others go so far as to pronounce that it ought not 
to have been published at all. From such critics we differ 
wholly. We account it good service to the cause of truth gene¬ 
rally, and of Art particularly, that this strange history, with all 
its manifold faults and mistakes, has seen the light. We think 
it cMild hardly have appeared»at a more fitting moment than 
now, amid the awakened interest and keen discussion in and 
out of Parliament bearing on the very to[)ics wdiich fill its pages. 
We do not cavil with Mr. Tom Taylor for suppressing what 
he has suppressed, since the whole, as it now stands, coheres 
into completeness in story and character, at least sufficiently 
so for the best uses to be derived from either. But we are 
especially thankful that he has not been led, by the scruples of 
others or his own, to suppress more. It has been said that pain 
has been inflicted, or may be infiicted, on^ many worthy and 
Sensitive people by certain allusions to them or their friends, or 
their relations to the sixth degree of cousinship, and therefore 
this ontL similar publications involve a moral wrong of which 
public morality should take cognisance. We really do not see 
the question in this serious point of view. Those who read 
these volumes through—and read aright the jjeculiar tempera¬ 
ment of the man — will surely not be guided in their estimate of 
character by any opinion of his, however honest in intent, nor 
,jely on the accuracy of his portraiture, however vivid. No fear, 
we think, that our idea of’-the wit and the wisdom of Sydney 
Smith should be lowered because Haydon saw in him only the 
* ^aii^less cassock,’ the * jocular parson.’ Sir Gheorge Beaumont 
remains tB us the accomplished gentleman, the generous, amiable 
patron and judge of Ait, though brought into collision with the 
*tinruly self-love of his wayward proteye. Mr. William Hamilton’s 
beoteficent nature and exquisite taste shine out not the less 
because of the passing ungrateful sneer which Haydon, in one^ 
.of his distempered moods, bestows upon his much enduring 
fri^d. If Mr. Taylor has suppressed many, notices of this 
kttd, no doubt he has been guided by deliberate reflection and 
good feeling; but we really think that in most cases it will be 
found to have been supei^uous as regards the reputation or 
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the feelings of the supposed victims, and, if a clmrity at oll, one 
only to the memory of the author. 

For, with regard to the autobiographies of distinguished men, 
it is undeniable that no portrait drawn of a man of genius 
equals in trutl^ and therefore often in severity, that which 
unconsciously and involuntarily he exhibits of himself. Let him 
suppress what he may, let him excuse what he can, let him 
throw over his actions and motives whatever colouring may be 
derived from the most ingenious logic, aided by the most 
captivating graces of style, he will, yet reveal such unmifetake- 
able features of the inner self that he shall be more justly 
judged out of his own words than hy any portrait which the 
ablest, most acute, most impartial of observers could fikve 
drawn of him. There are abysses of passion and of pain 
which no observer can fathom; impelling motives of which no 
observer can estimate the force; associated influences of which 
no observer can trace the link. The man himself uses the 
best gifts with wliich God has graced him to hold up the 
iniiTor truly to himself, as if driven by some power, some 
pressure from within, whicli is not conscience, rather an in¬ 
stinct, a fatality, arising out of the very structure of his being. 
We have alluded to Kousscau. Who could have painted 
that compound of mud and fire as he has painted himself?'^ 
Who could have placed before us the meanness, profligacy, 
vanity, falsehood, the utter degradation of that most miserable 
and most gifted of the sons of men with such a wondrous 
truth ? Who that knew Moore, the lively, ever welcome, 
genial singer of Ireland, would have ventured—in the slang 
phrase — to ‘show hirii up’ as he has ‘shown up’ himself? 
His bitterest enemy, we think, would not have had the heart, 
certainly not the power, to do it. Such men, under su^ 
influences, become like the unwilling prophet of old, uncon¬ 
scious utterers of the truths they see not, and ‘ wiser than 
‘ they know.’ ^ 

But it will be said that such revelations, even when spbhtaneous, 
and authorised, are dishonouring to our common nature, inasmuch 
as they lower at once our standard of virtue and our estimate of 

t enius, or rather our estimate of the men on whom genius Ills i 
een bestowed; and that it is » killi;^ blow to our faith 
good if we must needs behold in the*’‘ greatest—wisest,’also 
the ‘ meanest of mankind.* It may be answered, in the fi^t 
place, that nothing can dishonour our common nature which 
enlightens us as to its true conditions; nothing can lower #ur^ 
mom standard which enlarges our moral sympathies. And 
secondly, that it is a too common mistake to defer to the 
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opinions and feelings of gifted men on all subjects because they 
have shown themselves great in some,—to set them up as gods 
indeed, because they have given forth one or two divine oracles. 
Better is it that we should learn discrimination in our hero- 
worship ; better that we hold fast to the principles that truth 
in the long run is worth the price, whatever it may be, that we 
are called on to pay for it. Do we despond over our beautiful 
idols cast down to earth before the coming of the purer, the 
diviner light ? Let us remember that the inestimable gain to 
the future is worth the present loss to ourselves. It* is through 
such data as these before us,—painful often, and often humiliating, 
— that we shall at length bo enabled to solve some of those 
momentous problems, in ethics^and education, on the solution of 
which the moral well being of mankind as a race must ul¬ 
timately depend. What is understood as yet of the training 
of genius and exceptional cliaracter ? How are we to recog¬ 
nise their presence and their power before it be too late, before 
we are called upon to answer the fearful question as to how far 
excelling and commanding genius shall be at once indulged and 
outlawed ? Would it not be well that men of rare endowments 
should know, and lay to heart, that henceforth they shall be 
amenable to the rising moral sense of mankind ? that henceforth 
'*they shall not skulk behind their glory to conceal their shame, 
nor plead their great gifts in extenuation of judgment ? that 
those who in life have not feared the ‘ everlasting face to face 
* with God,’ must stand, after life, face to face with humanity, 
and answer, like the dead Egyptian kings, its appeal against 
them ? ‘ Cruel,’ will it be said ? Yes, jas all that is immutable, 

all that is inevitable, all that is inexorable in God’s moral law 
seems cruel where we have to make the application in particular 
egses, be it in that of a Bacon, a Bousseau, a Byron, or in 
that of a poor, distracted, self-immolated Haydon. 

^here is another lesson conveyed in this book and others of 
its kind, and one of not less solemn import. They enlarge our 
experience of the conditions on which men of an anomalous 
temperament, or devoted to some one soul-absorbing pursuit, 

? iay hope to preserve unimpaired mental and moral health. 

n common with manj^who knew Haydon in the later years 
^f his life, we had the impression that his mind was disordered. 
Nb one, we think, can read this autobiography without a con¬ 
viction that the seeds of disease were early to be traced in an 
. organisation from the first distempered and disproportioned, 
and that the latent evil was developed by sudden vicissitudes 
of fortune, by the wear and tear of an unquiet life, and an 
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habitual neglect of all the conditions of physical health. It is 
clear that he had a mournful consciousness of the dangerous 
tendencies of his own mind. In more than one place we find 
dark coramunings with himself as to the causes, and the right 
or wrong of suicide, as if his fate had been foreshadowed, as if 
in the midst of triumphant anticipation a spectre of despair 
were looming in the distance. Frequently he alludes to his 
want of early training as one cause of his arrogance and 
obstinacy ; ‘ Why did I not yield ?’ he says, on the occasion of 
his quarrel with Sir George Beaumont, ‘ because my mind 
‘ wanted the discipline of early training. I trace all the mis- 

* fortunes of my life to this early and irremediable want; my 

* will had not been curbed, or my will was too stubborn to 
‘ submit to curbing.’—‘ Perhaps,* he adds, ‘ mine is a character 

* in which all the parts would have harmonised if my will had 
‘ been broken early.’ Such self-justification we reject while a 
man is living, while he can give us blow after blow on the 
heart, and then plead as an excuse for obstinacy in wrong his 
w'ant of early training. But when he is. dead, and can no 
longer injure or wound, wc are willing to admit—not without 
a sigh of compassion and forgiveness—the validity of the plea. 


It does not suit, however, with all men to stand up before' 
the bar of |>ostcrity either self-excused or self-condemned. How 
many, rather than plead at all, would call on the darlencss to 
shroud, them and the hills to cover them I The publication of 
recent memoirs, and the comments to which they have given 
rise, have dismayed some people remarkable for nice scruples, if 
not for high principles. There has ensued, it is said, of late a 
vast burning of papers, letters, private journals, and such memo¬ 
randa. Be it so. Burn by all means. But of utterances 
out of the heart and life of man addressed to man, there will 
always be enough, and more than enough,. The same strong 
human sympathies which crave to know, prompt also to reveal. 
Vanity will not refrain; passion will not be silent; conviction 
will speak; anguish, which has bled in silence, will utter at last 
the long-suppressed cry, if not for justice—if not for pity — 
yet for relief:—‘As the beast crieth, expansive not appealing;* 
and the echoes of humanity will catch up, and respond to it, 
as they do now to this wild reproachful voice, startling us from 
the tomb. 


The narrative before us is divided into two parts; we have, 
first, Haydon’s autobiography from hia birth to his thirty-sixth 
year. It appears to have been compiled partly from r^colleo- 
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tion, pATtly from his voluminous journals, kept with* great 
regularity from an early age. He prefaces this narrative by a 
short introduction, in which he gives his reasons,for writing it 
— reasons sufficiently indicative of the m9rbid feelings under 
which it was written: — 

* Every roan who has suffered for a principle and would lose his 
life for its success—who in his early days has been oppressed without 
ever giving the slightest ground for oppression, and persecuted to 
ruin because his oppression was unroerited — who has incui’Ted the 
hatred of his enemies exactly in proportion as they became convinced 
they were wrong—every man who, like me, has eaten the bitter crust 
of poverty and endured tlie penalties of vice and wretchedness when 
he merited the rewards of virtue and industry—should write his own 
life.' (Introduction, p. i.) 

The date of this autobiography is not given, but from in¬ 
ternal evidence it appears to have been written at different 
times, some part of it so late as 1843, when he was fifty-seven. 
It is obvious that Haydon, as his editor expresses it, ‘ believed 
‘ himself a hero, and thought that all the world would believe 
* it when these records came to light.’ In this belief they do 
not differ from other memoir writers wlio imagine that the 
aspect under which they choose to regard their own conduct is 
that which will be accepted by posterity. They are mistaken, 
however. Where a man excuses and defends himself, we readily 
pardon Hhc self-love — it is natural: where he makes avowal of 
error, or worse, W’e receive it as spoken in confidence—reproach 
is disarmed: but in neither case is the ultimate judgment of 
posterity cither blinded or averted. 

The second and third volumes continue the personal history, 
chiefly by extracts from his journals, with occasional letters; 
Haydon being everywhere, and as far as possible, the sole expo¬ 
nent of his own character afid feelings. The passages taken from 
the journals are connected, where necessary, by short portions of 
narmtive, supplied by the editor, and written with much calm 
good sense, and in a just and gentle spirit towards his subject; 
but with little of sympathy, and still less of approval. It is 
clear that Mr. Tom Taylor has not deemed it a part of his duty 
to point out absurdities, to reconcile discrepancies, or to excuse 
delinquencies. It is tqt be regretted that some things which 
are known to be false, or at least so tinctured‘by Haydon’s 
mood when most moody, as to be unworthy of cri^itj should 
have gone forth to the world without some protest, sbme expla¬ 
nation on the part of the editor. This, if not due to individuals, 
was due to the cause of truth and justice generally. Then we 
do not^ understand why some names are sheltered under ini- 
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tiala, and others given at full length. Still less why the same 
names are in one pkee given, at length, and in another sup* 
pressed. Why Edwin Landseer may not ‘ ride up Bond Street 

* on a blood horse ’ without being disguised under a couple of 
dashes; why a distinguished critic and litterateur ^ of whom 
nothing is recorded that is not only honourable to his charac¬ 
ter, but personally complimentary, should be exhibited under 
a thin alphabetical disguise pervious to the dimmest capa¬ 
city, we profess ourselves unable to divine. The want of 
any heading to the chapters, any table of contents, any help 
whatever to reference, where the matter is so multifarious and 
desultory, is a great inconvenience. There are other mis¬ 
takes and oversights, which will probably be corrected in a 
future edition. On the whole, however, a very difficult task 
has been executed, w^e fhink, with meritorious good faith and 
good feeling. All editorial responsibility has been lightened 
by the fact that Haydon was in the habit of keeping daily 
memoranda. Here also he has given his reasons for doing 
so: — 

‘ I acquired,’ he says, ‘ in early life a great love of the journals of 
others, and Johnson's recomrnendation to keep them honestly I always 
bore in mind. I have kept one now for thirty-four years. It is the 
history, in fact, of my mind; and in all iny lectures I had only to 
refer to them for such and such opinions—to look when such and such 
thoughts had occurred, and I found my journals an absolute, capital 
to draw upon. I hope that my journals, if ever they are thought 
worthy of publication, may give as much pleasure to others as other 
journals have given delight to me.’ 

This passage and some others show that ITaydon contem¬ 
plated the publication of his papers, and on them rested his 
hopes of posthumous justice. We conceive, however, tliat had 
he been a really great artist in his profession, be would not have 
made his appeal to posterity in words. It was said of him, that 

* if he had been more intent on painting good pictures and less 
‘ intent on persuading the world that he painted good pictures, 

* he had been a wiser man.’ But it is fair to say that no one 
could have been more intent on learning and doing, as well as 
talking and writing — no one could labour more earnestly and 
diligently in his calling. His memoranda will at least have 
this good effect: they will give to the ignora»t and the unthink¬ 
ing some idea of the struggles, the sorrows, the vicissitudes, the 
crosses, amt the cares which wait on those who work with hand 
and brain: the artist class — for whom fame is not only iden¬ 
tical with Zone, but alas! also with Irread. Such better know¬ 
ledge will lead to sympathy; and such sympathy wiU not be 
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iesaeded by the pity which is here -excited by failure, nor by 
the condemnation which waits on error. S.ojiie of these minute 
details, carrying ua through the history, of a pi<;^ure from the 
moment it was 'rubbed in’ to its completion, have an almost 
dramatic interest. If we possessed, with regard to any great 
work of art of world-wide fame, the same exact memoranda that 
Haydon has given us of his Judgment of Solomon or the 
Entry into Jerusalem — if, for instance, we could read of the 
daily progress of the School of Athens or the Heliodorus — of 
the models employed — of the books studied — of the various 
alterations suggested or adopted — the celebrities of the time 
who sat for the various heads — Urbino, Castiglione, Bra- 
mante, and how they looked and talked — what a record had it 
been! — what an inestidiable value would the wondrous beauty 
and renown of the work itself have lent to every trifling detail! 
But with regard to Haydon, it is just the reverse. The notice^ 
given here may lend an interest to the picture, even to its short¬ 
comings and mistakes; but the picture will hardly lend value 
to the notes. If the painter’s hand could have executed what 
he willed and aspired to do, whole pages had not been filled 
with the description of what he intended to do; or would, or 
could, or might have done — and did not do. As it has been 
well observed, ‘failures detract little from the reputation of 
' those who have really done great things; ’ but it was the mis¬ 
fortune of Haydon that he never did anything great enough to 
make us forget his failures. Often, in describing what he means 
to do, he places a far finer picture before the mind’s eye than 
his hand could realise. The sublime shapes which throng his 
fancy in the hour of meditation, when he sits down to his easel 
refuse to wait upon his summons. It is not that he could not 
give to those spirits a form; he could not give to forms a 
spirit to lift them to the height of his own conception. They 
sank down and remained of the earth, earthy. The materialism 
of his pictures is their worst fault. 

But we must pause in these general criticisms on Haydon’s 
personality, as man and artist, to enter upon the subject matter 
of the booL So much of its peculiar charm and interest and 
significance depend on the author’s own peculiar style of nar¬ 
rative, with all its passionate redundsincies, its vigorous collo¬ 
quial English, it# repetitions and contradictions, that, as a 
matter of justice, we must refer the reader to the original 
work if he would have a true picture of the man. -Our object 
for the present is to give such a rapid and condensed view of 
Haydon’s career as an drtist as shall illustrate the history of 
Art during the last forty years, and explain the circumstances 
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which lifted him during his life into considerable reputation and 
notoriety. The publication of these memoirs is likely, both at 
home and abroad, to add to his reputation and enhance notoriety 
into celebrity; not indeed the celebrity ho cofeted, which he 
pertinaciously and grandiloquently claimed and anticipated, but 
a celebrity shadowed by pain, by pity, and by a not unmerited 
reprobation. 

Benjamin Robert Ilaydon — Historical Painter, as he 
loved to designate himself — was born at Plymouth in the year 
1786. His father, descended from an old but decayed Devon¬ 
shire family, cjirried on the bu^iinc.. i of a bookseller in his native 
town. Young Haydon showed almost in infancy a turn for 
drawing and imitation, in which he assisted by one of his 
lather’s apprentices, and by an Italian bookbinder who was 
employed in the shop, and who ‘ sot the boy on fire with talk 
* of Italy, Raphael, and the Vatican.’ He owed much also 
to Dr. Bidlake, the master of the grammar school, who, not 
satisfied, it seems, with teaching his boys a little Latin and 
less Greek, imparted some smattering of such pursuits as he 
himself delighted in-*-music, drawing, and natural history— 
took them out sketching, and seems altogether to have been a 
most rare and eccentric schoolmaster for those days. When 
the time came fur young Ilaydon to assist his father in his 
business, he threw the whole family into con'^ternatimf by re¬ 
futing to serve behind the counter^ and declared his resolve to 
go up to London and become a painter. In vain his father 
represented the imprudence of giving up a profitalilc business 
for an uncertain profession. As vainly did his too indulgent 
mother plead that she rested on Jiim, her only son, her hopes 
for the future; and Haydon acknowledges that hers had not 
been up to that time by any means a happy, or even a tranquil, 
existence. * He would be a painter ! ’ Had Ilaydon really 
accomplished his boyish dream, had he become what he con¬ 
ceived himself destined to be—a Raphael, a Michael Angelo, 
a Titian combined in one, ‘ the glory of England and of modern 
‘ Art,’ such early resolution had been recorded as the prophetic 
self-assertion of conscious greatness, whereas, in contrast with 
the result, it strikes us rather as the conceit and obstinacy of a 
headstrong boy. He began his career at leXst characteristically 
by purchasing, against his father’s will, a copy of ‘ Albinus’ (an 
expensive anatomical work with superb plates), and sending it 
home to his father to be paid for; and having obtained all he 
wanted, and extracted from his parents a reluctant consent, he 
set off for London, at the age of eighteen, ‘ his head full of Sir 
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* Jo-shun, drawing, dissection, and High Art.’ We must do 
Haydon the justice to record that on his arrival in London, a 
raw youth, without ‘ guide, philosopher, or friend,* he did not 
fall into dissifiation or idleness; he set to work with that 
mixture of impetuosity and dogged determination which was in 
his nature. For three months he shut himself up, seeing 
'nothing but his books, his easts, and his drawings. He was 
once, he says, so long without speaking to a human creature, 
that ‘ his gums Ibecame painfully sore from the clenched tight- 

* ness of his teeth.’ Some one wdio found him stretched on the 
floor of his room, and poring over his * Albinus,* went away 
with the idea that ho was ‘ quite mad.’ He had resolved to be 
a great painter, to unite in himself all the excellences which 
had separately distingui^d the greatest painters of old—‘form, 

* light and shadow, colour, expression,’—and in the end surpass 
them all! 

After months of intense study, he recollected that he had a 
letter of introduction to Prince Iloare, who in turn introduced 
him to Northcote and Opic. He describes with much life and 
humour his reception by both. The captious, sardonic, mis¬ 
anthropic insolence of Korthcote—‘laughing like an imp.* The 
manly, but somewhat saturnine, good sense and good nature of 
Opic, and the hatred of the two men for each other. He re¬ 
ceived good advice from both, neutralised perhaps by the fact 
that the counsel given by the one was in direct opposition to 
that given by the other. ^Thc elder Smirkc also gave him 
sensible encouragement and admonition; ‘ but it is curious,’ he 
says, ‘the power I had of sifting all advice, and discarding 

* every thing which interfered with my own decisions.’ West 
was at that time IVesident of the lioyal Academy. He pro¬ 
fessed High Art— the highest Art—and was the best specimen 
we could show in lliat line. As Liszt once said of Moscheles, 

* II representait la respechibilite dc la profession,’ He was truly 
a respectable old man, who sat down to paint the tremendous 
mysteries and terrors of the ‘ Apocalypse’ as serenely secure in 
his own power as if the muse of Milton and the eagle-spirit of 
iSt. John had been seated together at his elbow. Fuseli, his 
antipodes, with too much of every thing which West wanted, 
was keeper of the Academy. No one could accuse him of 
rc'^pcctability. He’ Iiad learning and genius, but a reputation 
in regard to temper, morals, and manners, which inspired Hay¬ 
don with teiTor, as of ‘ a sort of gifted wild beast.’ But 
Fuseli, with all ins asperities and eccentricities, was of use to 
the young student, and, in his way, even kind to him. The 
gentle and elegant minded Stothard was living and working in 
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the retirement he loved, chiefly occupied in making designs for 
books. Lawrence and Hoppner .were the fashionable portrait 
painters. Jackson,—at this time a young man of six or seven 
and twenty,rising in reputation; Wilkie, Etty, Hilton, Mulready, 
were students; Landseer, Leslie, Eastkke, were in their boy¬ 
hood. Barry was living, but in a state of seclusion, which, com¬ 
bined with his morbid temper and eccentric habits, gave some 
colour to the report that he was deranged. Over his successes 
and his failures, his turbulent arrogance, his u^gnificent views, 
his battles with antiquaries, academicians, and patrons of art, 
the scene was now closing fast. He died shortly afterwards, 
and Haydon and Wilkie went together to see the unhappy 
painter lie in state at the Adelphi; but they wont as to a spec¬ 
tacle, and Haydon, in the flush of yoiith, health, and ambition, 
never dreamed that his own career would so nearly resemble 
that of the dead man slee])ing under liis pall, to conclude with 
even a deeper reverse and a darker tragedy. 

While absent from London, called home by his father’s 
dangerous illness, Jackson wrote to him, ‘ There is a raw, tall, 
‘ pale Scotchman come up; an odd fellow, but there is some- 
‘ thing in him; he is called Wilkie.’ This was sufficient to £x 
Haydon’s attention when they afterwards met in the Academy. 
‘ I watched him come in,’ said Haydon; ‘ we sat and drew in 
'silence for some time; at length Wilkie rose, looked over my 
' shoulder, said nothing, and sat down. I.went and looked over 

* his shoulder, and sat down again. We had seen enough to 

* satisfy us of each other’s skill, and when the class broke up we 
‘ went and dined together.’ Such was the beginning of thia 
strange intimacy between two men so dissimilar; an intimacy 
based as it should seem in contrasts, rather than in sympathies, 
often clouded, yet never severed, faithful if not constant. Hay¬ 
don makes merry with Wilkie’s oddities, fiercely resents his 
occasional neglects and chilling caution, and acknowledges, cha¬ 
racteristically, that ‘ Wilkie’s reputation often disturbed his 
‘ peace,’ but loved him notwithstanding, appreciated his talents, 
and heartily enjoyed his triumphs. The two friends became 
almost inseparable, studied together, breakfasted, dined, went to 
the theatres,'ranged the London streets together; and Haydon 
records, with excusable satisfaction, that at this period they were 
neither of them tempted into vice, and that in after life they 
dwelt on this recollection with mutual respect and pleasure. *No 
‘ doubt,’ says Haydon, ‘an Etonian, or a Winchester, or a Rugby 
‘ boy will laugh at this, but with us it was a fact. At twenty 
‘ I had an object which sustained me far above the temptations 
‘ of a London life.’ Both the young men had a deep sense of 

VOL. XCVIII. NO. CC, M 



530 


Oct. 


lAfe of Haydon, 

religion: that of Wilkie was the severe Presbyterianism of his 
country; that of Haydon somewhat peculiar, tinctured, we 
suspect, by his mother’s High Church enthusiasm and his own 
excitable temperament. He says, ‘at this time I never rose 
‘ without prayer, and never retired without it, and occasionally 
‘ in the day time, in the fervour of conception, I inwardly 

* asked a blessing on my designs.’ These prayers and religious 
outpourings, without which he never begun or ended a picture, 
are plentifully scattered through the pages of his journals. How 
is it that we are so edified when we read of the old .monkish 
j)ainter8 imploring, on bended knees, a blessing on their work, 
and that we read these prayers of Haydon with a sort of shrink¬ 
ing? Is it that they want humility?—that they arc more like 
adjiUl^ons than supplications?—passionate appeals for what he 
needfi^ or desired, hurled upwards, as it were, with a strange 

' vel^^ence, as if he would have talcen Heaven’s mercy by storm ? 
Wl^ reading them we are irresistibly reminded of the excla¬ 
mation of Ilosalba*, when she looked, with soft eyes wide open, 
after Sir Godfrey IJlneller, who had been, as usual, swaggering 
and boasting in her atelier —‘This man can have no religion, 

* for he has no modesty I’ Yet we cannot doubt that Haydon’s 
refigion was, in its kind, perfectly sincere; that the Almighty 
was to him—as to Dr. Johnson and other men of undoubted 
piety — an almost material iinpersonution of power, in whom he 
implicitly believed, aijd ‘ that this belief influenced his inward 
‘ life, his relations with his family, and, so far as his necessities 
‘ did not interfere, with the world.’ If Dr. Johnson, in the 
prayers and ejaculations which fill the pages of his Diary, may 
invoke the Almighty against his bilious melancholy, beseech 
help in ‘ early rising,’ and return thanks for ‘ all the comforts 
‘ he had received in the friendship of Anna Williams,’ why 
should it give offence that Haydon should pray for success in 
his cartoon, and return thanks for being enabled, through Divine 
help, to give the right expression to a head ? It may seem 
absurd to compare the poor painter and the lofty moralist. 
Yet in both was not the piety equally unspiritual and equally 
tinctured by the individual temperament? We return to our 
narrative. 

Jackson, who was intimate with Haydon and Wilkie, was at 
this time especially patronised by Lord Mulgrave, and, with a 
generous unselfish feeling, introduced both to his noble friend; 
Haydon also obtained the notice of Sir George Beaumont, and 
interested Lady Beaumont by his liveliness, firankness, and 


* The celebrated crayon painter. 
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genuine enthusiasm. He was asked to dinner, and describes 
very humorously his trepidation on this his first entrance into 
fashionable life — how he dressed, and redressed, and brushed 
up his hair, and looked in the glass, and studied the cut of his 
coat, and acted over his deia/, and ‘ wished that his mother 
‘ could see him! ’ But once in Lady Beaumont’s drawing¬ 
room, his self-esteem placed him quite at ease — perhaps rather 
too much so. Another and more serious matter for trepidation 
was the sending his first picture to the Exhibition. It was a 
‘ Riposo^’ painted before he was pne-and-twenty. Like other 
young beginners, he thought every eye would be on his picture, 
and was full of those ‘ cursed torturing anxieties ’ which a youth 
of a less excitable character might be excused for feeling. Hia 
friend Northcotc would have hung him up close to the ceiling. 
His friend Fuseli interfered in behalf: ^Why,’ said he, 
‘ you are sending him to heaven before his time I take him 

* down! dat is shameful! ’ So he was taken down, and for this 
time reprieved. The picture, one of great promise, was after¬ 
wards purchased by Mr. Thomas Hope. Haydon records, with 
affectionate exultation, the success of Wilkie’s ‘ Blind Fiddler,’ 
in the same exhibition (1807)—as the centre of attraction, and 

* deserving to be so.’ 

The letters which Sir George Beaumont addressed to him 
and to Wilkie about this time arc excellent for the profound 
appreciation of the difficulties and triumphs*of Art, and a true 
sympathy with the artist; they are, besides, written with much 
elegance. His advice, however, must be taken ‘ with a differ- 
‘ ence.’ For instance, his reasons for choosing subjects from 
history rather than from the poets, arc excellent as addressed to 
such a man as Haydon, but would only have misled or encum¬ 
bered such a man as Stothard, whose genius was so essentially 
lyrical that he impressed this character on every thing he 
painted, who seemed born to illustrate fiction and poctiy, and 
whose historical and religious pictures bear the same relation to 
High Art that one of Metastasio’s operas bear to tragedy. But 
these speculations would carry us far out of our way; we 
resume our story. 

There arc some sketches of Ilaydou’s student life at this time 
over which ^ve would gladly linger; for instance, the descrip¬ 
tion of the circle of young men who used to assemble of an 
evening at Wilkie’s lodgings in Rathbone Place. Wilkie him¬ 
self, Scotch and careful — ‘ reserved, yet argumentative — un- 
‘ lettered, but kindled by a steady flame of genius.’ Haydon 
energetic, ambitious, full of grand ideas, and romantic hopes, 
eloquent and overbearing. Du Fresne, an accomplished French- 
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maiif gay and careless, a scholar^ a musician, an artist. William 
Allen — since Sir William — full of Scotch humour and lively 
anecdote; with others of less note; all young — ardent — poor. 
And the only woman among them, a certain ‘Lizzy,’ who 
lodged on the second floor, and made tea for them. * The 
* position,’ says Haydon, ‘ of this generous-hearted girl, though 
‘ somewhat anomalous, was perfectly innocent.’ She listened 
to all; sympathised with all; but kept all at a distance. Ulti¬ 
mately she married the Frenchman, and disappeared, heaven 
knows whither. * 

The news of his mother’s illness interrupted for a time his 
artistic pursuits. The account of the death of this good mother, 
the sketch of her early life, and of her deaf and dumb lover, is 
one of the best and most pathetic passages m the book. We 
cannot give it at length, and should only mar it by compression. 
Haydon laid his mother in the grave with honest filial tears, 
returned to London, and ‘prepared to renew the battle of 
‘life.’ 

He began his picture of Siccius Dentatus, the old Roman 
hero, who, when attacked by the satellites of the Decemvirs, set 
his jDack against a rock, and sold his life dearly. Haydon docs 
not tell us how or when he was led to chobse this subject, full of 
fierce action, but destitute of repose, of grace, or any variety of 
sentiment. The choice was certainly characteristic. While pre¬ 
paring his picture,* he spared no pains; made elaborate studies 
of heads, limbs, armour, and meditated deeply on the theoiy of 
his art. He was puzzled by the differences between nature and 
the antique, and knevr not how to liarmonise them. The 
Academy could not help him. His models shoAved him one thing 
— his teachers another. So he blundered impatient along the 
barren beaten path, bewildered with theories of beauty and form, 
vaiiily in search of some guiding j)rinciple to steer by. ‘ If I 
‘ copied nature,’ he says, ‘ my work was mean; if I left her, 
‘ mannered.’ While he was thus astray, the Elgin Marbles 
arrived in England; and he went casually, with his friend 
Wilkie, to visit them. 

We are now so accustomed to look up to these majestic relics 
sitting god-like on their pedestals, or floating like- a sublime 
visiou, group after group, along the Avails, in all their acknow¬ 
ledged grandeur, and to test the lofty pretensions of Greek art 
by their unquestioned excellence, that we can hardly imagine a 
time Avhen- they were lying in Lord Elgin’s yard in Park Lane, 
to he profaned by. foolish critics, misnamed by blundering anti¬ 
quaries, and undervalued by gaping academicians; while others, 
provoked by such fatuity, fell into the opposite extreme, and 
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raved about them rather as intoxicated bj their beauty than 
as truly understanding their value and significance as works of 
art. Lord Liverpool and his official advisers, confounded by 
the ‘ din,’ and wondering at the public excitement about a parcel 
of mutilated fragments, afraicl to decide, afraid of being taken 
in, showed the uncertainty of judgment which marked many of 
their more important public acts. * 

That Ilaydon had thought deeply, inquired earnestly, and 
felt truly in regard to the principles of his art, was proved’ by 
the fervent enthusiasm with which he* at once hailed these 
divine relics. He was as clear-sighted as he was unhesitating 
in the judgment he pronounced. Here was demonstrated the 
possible harmony between the essential truth of nature, and the 
highest ideal in art. No longer in alto mare senza governo, 
even while he drank in the beauty of these wonderful monu¬ 
ments, he was sufficiently prepared by his early studies to per¬ 
ceive and interpret the principles oh which they were executed. 

* NotOy’ he says, exulting, * now was I mad for buying ,,A.lbinus with¬ 
out a penny to jiay for it] now was I mad for lying on the floor 
hours together copying its figures! I felt tlie future, 1 foretold that 
these marbles would prove themselves the finest things on earth, that 
they would overturn the false heau ideal where Nature is nothing, and 
would establish the true beau ideal, of which Nature alone is the 
basis. I do not say this now, when all the world acknowledges it; 
but 1 said it then, tchen no one would believe me* (Vol. i. p.^5.) 

And in another place, after years of study and contemplation, 
he breaks out into a mingled invocation and thanksgiving: — 

‘ Every day and every hour they grow more exquisite to me; 
I thank God for being in existence on their arrival. May they take 
deep root in my nature ! may their spirit be interwoven in my soul! 
may their essence be mingled in my blood and circulate through my 
being! may I never think of Form, select from Nature, draw a line 
or paint a touch without instinctive reference to these exquisite 
productions!’ 

He tells us that, after seeing these marbles for the first time, 
he returned home, looked at his figure of Dentatus with absolute 
disgust, seized bis brush, dashed it all out in a fury, then threw 
himself on his bed, and dreamed of the Ilyssus. During the 
next few months he studied constantly at Lord Elgin’s, draw¬ 
ing sometimes fifteen hours a day. Wc find him, while his 
* Dentatus’ was in progress, alternately obliterating his work 
in fits of angry self-condemnation; and then, with like incon¬ 
sistence, exulting in his own capability ‘ to paint like Titian — 
‘ draw like Michael Angelo.’ But we sigh while we read. Fot 
in spite of the Elgin Marbles — in spite of his admirable thedries 
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of excellence — in spite of labour never spared, and perseverance 
never daunted — his picture of Dentatus, with many fine points 
and energetic drawing, is violent, mannered, in some, parts even 
caricatured. It has a sprt of forced abortive greatness, which 
is very disagreeable, as if the tumult in the artist’s mind, and 
the effort it cost him, made themselves felt while we look 
at it. 

Lord Mulgrave now ‘ took him up,’ as the phrase is. He 
'dined at the Adihiralty three times* 4 week, and fancied himself 
a great, a very great man. When the * Dentatus * was finished. 
Lord Mulgrave purchased it. It was, however, ill placed in the 
Academy Exhibition, which Haydon, of course, attributed to 
the ill-will of his ' enemies; ’ was severely criticised; and 
Lord Mulgrave’s pride was hurt. He began to mistrust his 
own judgment — he even treated the artist with coolness. 
Haydon’s depression was equal to his exultation — his convic¬ 
tion of his own merit could not sustain him. He fell into a 
melancholy, fancied himself under a curse, became sullen — 
TCtiring—silent. His friends feared* for his brain. He left 
London for a time, assisted by Lord Mulgrave, and accom¬ 
panied by his friend Wilkie. 

On his return with restored health and spirits, he began his 
picture of ‘ Macbeth’ for Sir George Beaumont; and he records, 
with the usual alternations of self-complacency and self-torment, 
the progress of his picture. We shall not follow him. Sir 
George was not satisfied either With the size o:i^^he treatment 
of the subject, and the result was a painful disagreement 
between the painter and the patron, of which it is unnecessary 
to say more than that Haydon was clearly in fault. 

While painting the ‘Macbeth,’ he found himself, as usual, 
without money. His father could no longer help himj but he 
anticipated for his picture the Institution prize of three hundred 
guineas, and borrowed for his immediate w'ants; * and here,* he 
says, ‘ began debt and obligation outnof which I never have been 
‘ and never shall be extricated as long as 1 live.* The italics are 
his own, and the sentence, which refers to 1807, was written, as 
it appears, about 1843. The first step in debt is too often like 
the first* step in falsehood; it involves the necessity’of proceed¬ 
ing in the same course, and debt follows debt, as surely as lie 
foUows lie. 

The ‘Macbeth’ was sent to the British Institution, but 
obtained no prize: we have a perfect recollection of the un¬ 
favourable impression it made on the public. The attitude of 
Macbeth, in the act of staggering back when about to enter 
the chamber of Duncan, struck the eye as awkward and un- 



1833. of Haydon, 535 

graceful even to painfulness. In the end ^ir George di^iked 
the picture, and refused to pay for it. 

Exasperated by his debts and disappointments,* Haydon now 
plunged into contention and controversy. He began a series 
of attacks against the lioyal Academy on the score of in¬ 
capacity, illiberality, petty intrigues, indifference to the higher 
branches of art, ignorance of the value of the Elgin Marbles^ 
and ungenerous treatment of young artists, particularly jWilkie. 
His acquantance with John and Leigh Hunt opened to him 
the columns of the ‘ Examiner’; and if something of bitterness 
and vlbdictivencss mingled with his accusations, they werejnot 
wholly undeserved. The sensible, cautious Wilkie endeavoured 
to stop this rash outpouring ot zeal. ‘ Hunt,’ said he, ‘ gets 
‘ his living by such things, you will lose all chance of it. It 
‘ is very fine to be a reformer, but be one with your pencil, and 
* not with your pen.’ Haydon never could have been a re¬ 
former with his pencil. Of this neither himself nor Wilkie was 
aware. The idea of being a Luther or a John Knox in art had 
for the moment superseded the ambition of beings the English 
Michael Angelo or liaphael. He was unmanageable by reason¬ 
ing or persuasion. If his assaults were vigorous, his adversaries 
were strong; they had power and custom on their side; on his 
were right reason, fearless audacity, inflexible will. He was 
warned that if he persisted he would be crushed in all his 
hopes at the age of twenty-six. He made up his mind-for the 
conflict, and o^ered a larger canvas for a larger work. 

Tliis was the ‘ .[udgment of Solomon the idea of the com¬ 
position had occurred to him when he was not more than 
nineteen. The very day on which he threw his sketch upon 
the large canvas he describes himself as in want of a dinner. 
He owed his landlord 200/.; he was in debt to many others,— 
friends who bad assisted him, poor tradesmen who could ill afford 
to lose. He seems to have inspired them all with his sanguine 
hopes, or talked them over with that irresistible logic in which 
he excelled. His good-natured landlord told him ‘ not to fret, 

‘ but to work.’ The master of an eating-house he had long 
frequented, begged of him to be under no apprehensions for a 
dinner. The description of the scene with this excellent man 
and good Christian is really one of the most touching things in 
the book. Thus relieved from immediate want, — assured at 
least of food and shelter, — Haydon set to with energy, and 
worked till Ins health broke down. Then after an interval of 
rest, during which he v^s generously assisted by the Hunts, he 
set to work again ; and thus toiling, fighting, hoping, exulting, 
struggling, he got through this year (1812). His landlord’s 
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kindness continue<^, though he had now received no rent for 
several years. 

* Of people of fashion,*’ he says, ‘ I saw not one, nor did I con¬ 
descend to appeal to them for aid. They had first brought me into 
high life when I had done "nothing to deserve the elevation, and tlien 
deserted me when 1 had done something to merit notice. I worked 
away, always happy, trusting in God, believing myself expressly in¬ 
spired by Him for a great purpose, which I never lost sight of! ’ 

While workidg on his picture with enthusiasm, and firing 
away against the Academy, his excitable mind was absolutely 
dillracted by the tumult of public affairs.- It was the Aisis of 
the war in Spain; and as victory follows victory, he raves about 
British heroes, and curses the French in a fever of ferocious 
patriotism. 

Another year passed. In spite of various interruptions, and 
the ‘ croakings’ of Hazlitt, who was constitutionally melancholy 
and contradictory, his picture made progress, and began to 
look imposing. ‘ But his necessities were dreadful.’ He parted 
with his watch, his books, his clothes. He was unable at last to 
pay his models. He com])osed bis draperies on an old battered 
lay-figure, over which he threw a table cloth or a blanket. Con¬ 
tinual labour, iiTCgular meals, living in foul air for eighteen hours 
out of twenty-four, brought on illness and blindness as a natural 
consequence. Hilton, who had just received 5001. from the 
BritisIrGallcry for bis picture of ‘ Mary anointing the Feet of 
‘ our Saviour,’ generously assisted him. So did. West, whose 
pension ha<l lately been suspended \Vithout any reason given. 
At last, under * the influence of an enthusiasm stimulated by 

* despair almost Jo delirium,’—we quote his own words—his 
picture was completed, sent to the exhibition room of the 
Water Colour Society in Spring Gardens, and a few days after¬ 
wards was sold for six hundred guineas. When h| walked in 
and saw the word .* sold ’ upon it, he nearly fainted. ^ ‘ These ele- 
‘ vations,’ he says himself, ‘ to thc^heights of glory from the 

* lowest depths of misery, are dreadful cuts into the consti- 

* tution!’ and no doubt they did tell fearfully on such a troubled 
excitable brain. The sum he received did not half pay his 
debts; blit it re-established his credit. His old frieilds crowded 
round him to congratulate, and he exults in no measured terras. 
But it is impossible not to sympathise with him, the more so, 
because of all his pictures the * Judgment of SoloniouiJ is cer¬ 
tainly the best in composition and in colour; with less confusion 
in the arrangement, and less of exaggojfation and effort in the 
individual forms, than is usual with him. The vindictive sneer 
on the face of the wicked mother is too vulgar, too like that 
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of a common female cheat; the draperies ore heavy, ungrace¬ 
ful, and in texture like wet wool—but altogether it is a fine 
picture. It reminds one of Tintdrettp in tho* energy of the 
action, and the vigorous harmony of the colour. It is hardly a 
church picture, but would be well placed in a court of justice, 
or a chamber of appeals. 

The short peace of 1814 had opened Paris to English visitors, 
and Haydon and Wilkie set oflP together on a well-earned 
holiday. But before they started, Haydon had bought another 
canvas, larger than ever, and dashed in the sketch of'the. 
* Entry into Jerusalem,’ the idea of which had been lon^ in 
his mind. 

One should read together the different accounts which Wilkie 
and Haydon have left us of their Paris journey. Nothing can 
better exhibit the contrast between the two men; nothing can 
be more animated and graphic than that of Haydon, nor more 
dry and matter-of-fact than that of Wilkie. The Englishmen 
were now to Paris manners, the Parisians as yet imfarailiariscd 
with English peculiarities. The congregation of the various 
nations of Europe, in every variety of military costume, ren¬ 
dered the scene fascinating to the eye, intoxicating to the fancy, 
of an artist. 

* At that time (in 1814) every step in Paris excited mighty asso¬ 
ciations. Every church, every palace, every street, and eve^ corner 
was remarkable for some slaughter, or struggle, or some wonder con¬ 
nected with revolution and blood. Yet every wdiere a sense of 
despotism pressed on your mind — there was in every thing a look of 
gilded slavery and bloody splendour—a tripping grace in the women, 
a ragged blackguardism in the men, and a polisl^d fierceness in the 
soldiers, which distinguished Paris as the capittl of a people who 
combine more inconsistent virtues and vices than any other people on 
the earth. At this moment, too^ there was with this an air of 
mortified vanity and suppressed exasperation which was natural. 
By the side of the Russian, Austrian, Prussian, and English officers, 
the reimnant of Napoleon’s army had a look of blasted glory, of 
withered pride and lurking revenge, which gave one a shudder of tlie 
sublime; and it was clear to any one of the commonest sagacity that 
they must seize the first opportunity of trying to regain their lost 
position. In the middle of the day the Rue St. Honore was the most 
wondei’ful sight! Don Cossack chiefs loosely clothed, and moving as 
their horses moved, every bend of their bodies visible at every motion. 
The half-clothed savage Cossack horseman, liis belt stuck full of 
pistols, and watches, and hatchets, crouched up on a little ragged¬ 
maned, dirty-looking, ill-bred, half-white shaggy pony; the Russian 
imperial guardsman, pinehed in at the waist like a wasp, striding 
along like a giant with an air of victory, which made every Frenchi 
man curse within his teeth as he passed him; the English officer 



538 


Life of Haydon, 


Oct. 


with his boyish face and broad shoulders; the heavy Austrian; the 
natty Prussian ; and now and then a Bashkir Tartar in the ancient 
Phiygian cap, with bow and arrows and chain armour, gazing about 
from his horse in the midst of black-eyed grisettesj Jews, Turks, 
and Christians from all countries in Europe and Asia: — it was a 
pageant that kept one staring, musing, and bewildered from morning 
till night.’ (Vol.i. p. 237.) 

This, we think, is very effective painting. 

The treasures of art, of which Italy had been despoiled, were 
at that time collected in the Louvre, as it is to be hoped they 
nwer will be again. We can imagine the first visit paid by 
the two friends, — Haydon springing up the marble steps three 
at a time, and rushing at once to the ^ Transfiguration,’ and the 
* Pietro Martire’; Wilkie ascending the staircase with his usual 
deliberation, and walking Up quietly to the ‘.Tan Steens’ and 
the ‘ Ostades.’ Haydon tells us, that when he stood before 
those great masterpieces of Kaphael and Titian, on which his 
fancy had dwelt for years, his first feeling was disappointment; 
they looked, he says, so much smaller than he had anticipated: 
but after a while ‘ they grew up to the fancy, or the fancy 
‘ grew up to them.’ Sir Joshua Reynolds confesses to the same 
disappointment when he first saw the Sistine Chapel. Wo omit 
the other criticisms on Art because they are neither very new 
nor very profound, though as far as they go very animated and 
just. -*?,Vilkic, it appears, had gone to Paris especially to open 
a negotiation for the sale of his prints; and the fascination and 
novdty of the French capital never made him forget for a 
moment this, his principal object, which Haydon laughs to 
scorn. Wilkie’s simplicity, his modesty, his affectionate dis¬ 
position, his souild sense, his slow cautious manners, and his 
care of ‘the siller,’ were in fine contrast with Haydon’s extra¬ 
vagance, impetuosity, and self-sufficiency; but the friends really 
loved each other, and when Wilkie is obliged to set off for 
England alone, Haydon is full of lamentation, and feels ‘ quite 
‘ melancholy.’ 

On his return home, Haydon found that the freedom of his 
native town had been voted to him in his absence, and that the 
directors of the British Institution had awarded him one hundred 
guineas as a mark of their approbation of his ‘ Solomon.’ He 
exults as usual. It was indeed ‘ Solomon in all his glory.’ 
‘ Considering,’ he says, ‘ the excellence of the picture, ^ere was 
‘ nothing surprising in the enthusiasm of the artists, the public, 
‘ the nobility !’ * And yet,’ he adds, ‘ what did all this do for 
‘me? Nothing, literally; not a single commission, large or 
‘ small, followed !’ The picture which the British Institution 
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had rewarded with a prize of one hundred guineas, was after¬ 
wards forgotten by all, thrown back upon his hands, seized for 
rent, stowed away in a dark hole to rot, for no one would pay 
even the warehouse room. After the death of the artist it was 
purchased by Sir Edwin Landseer; and when exhibited in the 
British Gallery this year, it excited a good deal of interest and 
admiration. 

His next picture, * Christ’s Entry into Jerusalem,’ occupied 
him for nearly six years, amid difficulties and distresses of every 
kind. Still he paints away with the same exulting faith in 
himself, the same trust in God;- harassed by embarrassments 
of the meanest kind; borrowing of every one who would lend, 
in debt to every one who would trust,—‘two hiindi'ed to pay 
‘ next week, not a sixpence towards it ’—but it matters not. 
He is lifted above all sublunary ills by visions of future great¬ 
ness. ‘ Let me,’ he exclaims, ‘ let me but be successful in re- 

* alising my conceptions in my day’s labour, and what shall 
‘ subdue me but extinction ?’ 

This year, 1815, Hay don was diverted from his studies and 
his troubles by his acquaintance with Wordsworth, who sat for 
one of the heads in his picture — that of the ‘ Meditative Philo- 
‘ Bopher.’ Yet more exciting, absolutely distracting, was the 
crisis of public affairs,—Napoleon’s return from Elba, and the 
battle of Waterloo. He describes his own and the public enthu¬ 
siasm with his usual lively graphic energy. He was ‘ oSTk man 
‘ intoxicated.’ All his friends, however, did not share in this 
jubilation. ‘ As for Hazlitt,’ he says, ‘ it is not to be believed 
‘ how the destruction of Napoleon affected him; he was for a 
‘ time prostrated in mind and body, walked, about unwashed, 

* unshaven, as if in a kind of stupor.’ There was another and a 
greater man than Hazlitt whom the fall of Napoleon also struck 
down as with a blow : that was Byron. Hay don, in his estimate 
of the characters of Wellington and Napoleon, showed more dis¬ 
crimination ; yet how little did he then anticipate that he would 
be called upon to represent both these great men I the victor con¬ 
templating the field of his triumph, the vanquished meditating 
in his sea-girt prison. In the height of the national enthusiasm. 
Parliament voted half a million for a Waterloo monument, in 
which painting, sculptiire, and architecture were to have been 
combined. The committee applied to the Royal Academy for ad¬ 
vice,—^the Academicians returned no answer whatever; because, 
forsooth, the Government had returned no answer when they had 
sent in a statement relative to the advancement of Art 1 Thus 
between disgust and bewilderment on the part of our statesmen, 
and the most childish pique on the part of our artists, or the 
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body of men wbo represented their interests, the whole project 
fell to the ground, to Haydon’s infinite rage and mortification. 

Haydon’s idea for a monument commemorating the close of a 
war, which had begun amid the terrors of revolution and had 
ended in the restoration of order, was a series of compositions in 
painting and sculpture which should illustrate * the best govern- 

* ment for calling forth the energies of man, for regulating with- 

* out cramping the spirit of liberty.* He does not ^ve us in 
detail the invention and arrangement of his subjects; it is, how¬ 
ever, clear, that in his design he anticipated what has since been 
done by Bendemann in the throne room at Dresden, in the fresco 
illustrating the progress of human culture; and by KaUlbach, in 
the great'hall of the museum at Berlin, in his six grand com¬ 
positions illustrating the great epochs of history. But who was 
there, at that time, capable of entertaining or even of compre¬ 
hending such an idea ? who vrere the artists among us capable of 
carrying it out ? Haydon’s grand project had to contend at once 
with the prejudices arising out of interest, and the prejudices 
arising out of ignorance. The artists were opposed to what 
they could not execute, the statesmen to what they could not 
understand. 

Sir George Beaumont wrote to him at this time, earnestly 
advising him to desist from all pen and paper controversy with 
his 0|)ponents. * If any severe remarks are made on you or 

* yourVorks, paint them down. You can. But if you retort 
‘ in words, action will produce reaction, and your whole remain- 

* ing life will be one scene of pernicious contention.’ Haydon 
answered by assuring his sensible friend that he would abide by 
his advice, ‘ having long been convinced that to paint his way 
‘ to his grand object was the only wise plan.* But in a few 
months we find him, to use his own expression, * al it again f * 
attacking the Academicians with weapons which apparently 
lay readier to his hand then brush or pencil, ‘ with fury, ridicule, 

‘ sarcasm; with reason, argument, eloquence; * and he describes 
these attacks as generating against him a degree of public and 
private animosity, which in the end ruined his own prospects. 

It cannot be denied that the Boyal Academy, as then consti¬ 
tuted, did really deserve a good sliare of the contempt, wrath, 
and ridicule which Haydon poured out hpon it. We remember 
hearing Sir Martin Shee eulogised as an excellent president, be¬ 
cause he considered only the interests and the dignity of the 
Academy, as if the Academy had been incorporated only^ for 
their own interest. At that time the Academy, — that^ is to 
say, the greater number of the Academicians,—taking a 
strangely narrow view of their responsibilities as a body of 
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men. Had placed iHemselvea.m opposition to the British In* 
stitution. The* Directors of the Institution had opened an 
exhibition) the first of a series which has since become so 
popular, composed of a selection from the best ancient pictures 
in the private galleries of our nobility and gentry. The 
Academy met this attempt to improve the taste of the people by 
a pamphlet, which Haydon calls that * infamous Catalogue Mai- 
* sonnee:' if a copy could bo met with now, it would be desig¬ 
nated, we imagine, as merely contemptible., The object was to 
prove that an exhibition of the ancient masters could be under¬ 
taken with no other view than to put down National Art, and to 
ruin English artists. The Titians and Bembrandts were derided 
under the title of the black masters. Those who admired oc 
purchased such things were turned into clumsy ridicule. Thoi 
purpose was base, and the taste, the style, and the grammar 
were worthy of the purpose. There were neither authors nor 
publishers’ name appended to this precious production; but if 
it did not emanate from one of the Academy, as was generally 
supposed, it was at least hailed with delight by some of the 
leading Academicians. Northcote ' ordered a long candle, and 
‘ went to bed to read it, in an ecstacy.’ Wc can remember 
well other Academicians of greater name rubbing their hands, 
and chuckling over it with a most undisguised relish of its 
contents. Probably there is not an Academician now living 
who would not trample it under his feet. Hazlitt exposdtf"with 
a just and manly scorn the vulgar idea that the modem artists 
were to be benefited by discrediting, by extinguishing, if that 
were possible, all that their great predecessors had accomplished 
of highest and best. ‘What!’ he exclaims, ‘have they nO 
‘ conscious affinity with true genius, no claim to the reversion 
‘ of true faflie, no right of succession to this lasting inheritance 
‘ and final reward of great exertions, which they would therefore 
‘ destroy to prevent others from enjoying it ? Does all their 
‘ ambition begin and end in their “ patriotic sympathy ” with the 
‘ sale of modem works of art, and have they no fellow feeling 
‘ with the hopes and final destiny of human genius ? What poet 
‘ ever complained of the respect paid to Homer as derogatory to 
‘himself?’ Haydon, who all his life had been advocating the 
public patronage of modern art, had sufficient sense and gene¬ 
rosity to see and . to say, that all real progress must be founded 
in a just appreciation of the great men who have gone before; 
and that the best means to extend the patronage of Art is, to 
elevate the public mind to the comprehension and estimation of 
what is most excellent in Art. The present state of Art in 
England is not yet perhaps a subject of much congratulation; 
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bt^ at least it proves the truth of Burke’s saying, ‘ that what* 

* ever attracts public attention to the fine arts, must in the end 

* be for the benefit of artists.’ Our artists of forty years ago 
were not so well aware of this fact as they are now. 

The part which Haydon took in the affair of the Catalogue 
Raisoame did him honour. He was still farther uplifted by the 
arrival of Canova. The Italian sculptor, then at the height of 
his fame, gave in the strongest terms his testimony to the vsilue of 
the Elgin Marbles. . The Dilettante Society and Payne Knight 
were for the time discomfited, and Haydon pours out his soul in 
self-glorification and in admiration of Canova. Some things he 
has preserved of the conversation and opinions of the sculptor 
are interesting and characteristic. Speaking of Fuseli, Canova 
said, ^ Vi sono nelle arti due cose, il fuoco e la fiamma. 

* Fuseli non ebbe che la fiamma: Raffaele, il fuoco.’ (On re¬ 
peating this to Wordsworth, he remarked, ‘ Canova foi'got the 
‘ third, and that is, il fumo^ of which Fuseli had plenty! ’) 

Haydon once asked Canova how he liked West; ‘ Commega!' 
‘ Du moinsil compose bien?’ ‘ Non, monsieur; il met des figures 
‘ en groupes.’ ‘ There was,’ Jidds Haydon, ‘jealousy at the name 
‘ of Flaxman: when we talked of his designs there was an ex- 

* pression I did not like.’ But if Haydon intends here to impute 
to Canova any mean jealousy, he shows ignorance of the cha¬ 
racter of the Italian. It was not the jealousy of a small mind, 
but father an intuitive consciousness of the only superiority he 
admitted. Every one knows Canova’s reply when he. was 
requested to undertake a work for one of our English univer¬ 
sities : ‘ I am sorry the English possess a Flaxman and do not 
‘ know it.’ 

Another triumph, which Haydon fully appreciated, was the 
beautiful sonnet which Wordsworth addressed to ’him, which 
need not be given here. The readers of Wordsworth know it 
well as among his finest; most artists have, or ought to have it 
by heart.* Haydon exults again with pardonable delight, he 
actually revels in his triumph:— 

‘ Now, reader, was not tliis glorious ? and you, young student, 
when you are pressed down by want in the midst of a great work, 
remember what followed Haydon’s perseverance — the freedom of his 
native town—the visit of Canova^—and the sonnet of Wordsworth 
and if that do not cheer yon up and make you go on, you are past all 
hope! I felt as it were lifted up in the great eye of the world — I 
then relapsed into melancholy sensitiveness 1 my heart yearned in 


* The one beginning ‘High is our calling, friend!’in which he 
associates the poet and the painter. 
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gratitude to God as my protector, zny divine inspirer. The great 
Spirit, who had led me through the wilderness, who had fii^my soul 
when a boy unconscious of my future fate.’ (Vol. i. p. 301.) 

And then to shadow such glory, and tame down such exulta¬ 
tion, came the usual miseries : no money, distracting debts, bills 
often renewed, again due, and nothing to meet them; ‘ want 
‘ staring him in the face.’ As if all this were''not enough he 
fell passionately in love. The object of his attachment was a 
beautiful and amiable woman, a young widow with two infant 
children; nothing could be more rash, more imprudent; but, as 
he says most characteristically, all resistance to the new passion 

* was relinquished with a glorious defiance of restraint.* The 

lovers were engaged, and his Mary consented to wait for better 
times. , 

During the Session of 181'/, Parliament had voted a large 
sum of money for building additional churches. Haydon repre¬ 
sented, that if while the churches were building, they were so 
arranged as to admit of an altar-piece for every church; and if 
Government allotted, for this purpose, a small per-centage out of 
the money voted, it would be a great encouragement to high 
art, and * a certain prospect of reward to those who had devoted 
‘ themselves to ithimself included of course. There was, how¬ 
ever, some reason in his proposition. He addressed a letter on 
the subject to Sir Charles Long, (Lord Farnborough,) who laid 
it before the Chancellor of the Excheciucr. Mr. VailSfttart 
replied oracularly, ‘ Let us build churches first and think of 

* decorating them afterwards.’ ‘ That is to say,’ as Haydon 
well remarks, ‘let us build churches without a thought about 
‘ pictures, and then when churches are built without any refer- 
‘ ence to pictures, let us think of hanging up pictuijjife in churches 
‘ where there are no lights to see them.’ Is not this the prin¬ 
ciple on which our most thinking people have decorated the new 
House of Lords ? 

In the beginning of 1820, Haydon at length completed his 
large picture of the ‘ Entry into Jerusalem;’—after six years of 
hard work, during which he had been generously assisted by 
Jeremiah TIarman, Watson Taylor, Coutts, Thomas Hope, and 
others. He would not starve, and to beg he was not ashamed. 
AVithout a shilling in his pocket he hired the Egyptian Hall at a 
rent of 2002., in which to exhibit his picture, and on the result of 
this exhibition depended his salvation or his ruin; there was no 
other alternative, no middle course for him. It succeeded. The 
public enthusiasm was this time really excited; the room was 
every day crowded; money came pouring in. But he complains, 
with a curious naxoetk as well as obliquity of moral vision, that 
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t|u8 success raised 'a base appetite' ia some,of his creditors to 
l^ve a share in his receipts, and that at the moment he was 
reaping the fruits of his labour, he was overwhelmed wdth 
lawyers’ letters. 

The picture was, in many respects, fine and striking. Some 
parts of the composition excellent. The figure, for instance, 
the poor penitent girl shrinking from sight, contrasted with the 
buoyant faith of a woman who is spreading her garment in the 
way, we remember as particularly good. Several of the heads 
being recognised as portraits of distinguished persons, added to 
the interest the pictures inspired; Wordsworth figured as the me¬ 
ditative philosopher, and Voltaire as the sceptic. Keats, Hazlitt, 
and others, were Introduced as spectators; after the manner of the 
old Florentine painters, T^ho m^e their grandest religious scenes 
a vehicle for portraiture. There 'were doubts about the head of 
Christ: Mrs. Siddons, Walter Scott, and Wordsworth approved; 
but notwithstanding this intoxicating praise, Haydon himself 
h^ the candour to feel and to confess that there, where the chief 
interest and excellence ought to have been-concentrated, he had 
failed, and that the head of Christ was weak and commonplace. 
The exhibition was open for two months, and , the receipts 
amounted to 1,760Z. The picture was then carried down to 
Scotland, and exhibited with a like success in Edinburgh and 
Glasgow. Haydon relates that once on going into the .ex- 
hibitka-room at Glasgow, with his hat on, an old Scotchman 
came up to him, and said with an air of .solemn rebuke, ‘ I 
^ think you should tak your hat off in sic an awfu’ presence! ’ 
But with all this enthusiasm, no one thought of securing the 
picture for any place of worship, or for the advantage and 
instruction o^he people: ultimately it was sold to pay a debt, 
and shipped (m to America, 

His predilection for large works was not damped however. 
He ordered a canvas nineteen feet long by sixteen high, and 
dashed in his first conception of the ‘ Kaising of Lazarus.’ ‘ But 
* how was I to get through it ? ‘‘ Go onf said the inward voice 
‘ I had heard from my youth, “ loorU and trust and work and 
‘trust I did.’ Thus ended the year 1820, a year of brief in¬ 
toxicating prosperity, and thus ends the autobiography. The 
narrative is now taken up by the editor, who however leaves 
Haydon, wherever it is possible, to speak for himself; and we 
proceed with this sad eventful history. 

The year 1821 beheld the sanguine artist rising in reputation. 
We can remember hearing of him in connexion with dis¬ 
tinguished names. In his painting room might be found Walter 
Scott and Wordsworth, Charles Lamb, Barry Cornwall, Miss 
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Mitford (who addressed to him a charming soniiet), Mrs. Sid- 
ddns, Mr. Kogers, besides his old friends who had .not quite 
forsaken him,—Wilkie, Lord Mulgrave, and Sir George Beau¬ 
mont. He was himself, when not depressed and distracted by 
pecuniary distresses, * a capital convcrser,’~^ excellent company,* 
as was said of him by one who knew him well—full of spirit and 
energy, with a fine head, and animated counteman^, open 
attractive manners, a little too self-confident perhaps, but even 
those who felt inclined to say doubtingly ‘ You talk this well, 
‘ sir! ’ were borne down by his imhesitating ‘ By heaven! I’ll do 
‘ it too.’ In his own opinion he only wanted money to be a happy 
man, and plenty of work to be a great man. But commissions 
did not come, and debts accumulated, and after waiting four years, 
—a long time for one of Haydon’s impatient temperament, —he 
married his beautiful widow, and took her children, not only to 
his home, but to his heart. Though the step wasjmpnuliint, yet 
he might have done worse. True, marriage by incrc:u<lng his 
responsibilities took away what was left to him of independent 
action. It enhanced’thc pressure of every diflSculty. It doubled 
the bitterness of every pain. Yet there is something in the 
strength of the deepest and holiest of human affections which 
elevates and purifies life. Haydon OvS a husband and a father 
was not a wiser man, but he was in many respects a better and 
a happier man. He blesses God that marriage softened his 
heart without weakening his energies. His wife’s swtJfSncss 
tamed down his fierce restless nature, and she became to him 
truly what he fondly called her, ‘a heroine in adversity and an 
‘ angel of peace.’ She <iided him in other ways besides thus 
softening his temper, sitting patiently to him :for his female 
figures, sometimes for live hours together. Darfe clouds came 
over him, moments of heart-sinking; but then again he prays 
with an assured mind; and from his strife with the world, 
money-lenders, lawyers and creditors, 4ie returns to his wife and 
to his painting room, to intoxicating visions of glory, and to ‘ all 
* the concealed comforts locked up in woman’s love.’ * 
From this time the entries In his journal indicate by many 
swQst spontaneous touches the presence of an angel of peace 
within his heart and within his home; but, alas! they are filled 
also with daily pictures of accumulating embarrassment, distress, 
and want. We shall not pursue, along the darkening pages, 
the history of these abject miseries;—debts, lawyers’ letters, 
executions, insult, wretchedness, money begged or borrowed 
from reluctant friends, often not a shilling in the house for food. 
His wife’s poor trinkets, his dhildren’s clothes pawned; his draw¬ 
ings, his books, often the very implements of his art, hastily sold 
VoL. XCVIII. NO. CC. N N , 
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dr rMfidel. On one occasion, when his wife iras confined, 
'Hiere Was no bread in the house, because the baker would no 
longer jritc credit, ^ and no water, because the rates were un- 
J Slany, perhaps too many, in the struggle of an uncertain 

f rofession liare suffered the like extremities; but who, like 
laydon, has chronicled them from day to day, till they become so 
heart-sickening, so exasperating in thf ir monotony, that the reader 
almost loses }>atience, loses sympathy? Far from wondering at 
the final catastrophe, he only wonders it was so long delayed, 
and feels that an existence which Haydon endured for twenty- 
five years must have put an end to any other man in a twelve- 
month. It is a horrible picture. The gloom, the trouble 
darkened and deepened, till the immediafte pressure seems to 
have left him no conscience, no feeling foi’ others. His own, his 
children’s wants, break down what is left to him of honest pride.* 
Fiercely he pnotests against his fate; passionately he appeals 
against it to God and man. Yet wc read without surprise, with 
a painful conviction that some degree of self-control in the fir^t 
instance might easily have averted this extremity of misery and 
degradation. It seems cruel that after years of toil ‘he had 
* nothing left on earth he could call his own, but his brains.’ 
But in money matters no experience made liim wise, and no 
distress made him prudent; for liim ad^ ersity had not its ap¬ 
pointed uses, sweet or bitter, lie had a rsipid vigorous pencil: 
he could always sell his small groups and sketches; he had been 
advised to make money in this way, and by painting a few por¬ 
traits, while proceeding with his great unpiofitablc pictures; but 
he would not condescend to this till it? Avas too late. It could 
not be said that he was self-deluded; he saw the way clearly 
before him. He thus argues the point with liimself; — 

‘ Too proud to do small modest things that I might obtain fair 
means of existence as I proceeded with my great work, I thought it 
no desradation to borrow, to lisk the insult of a refusal, and to be 
bated down like the meanest dealer. Then I was liberal in my art, 
I spared no expense for casts and prints, tnd did gr( at things for the 
art by means of them ; this is true ; yet, to be strictly coriect, you 
should do nothing, however necessary, which your income does not 
warrant you in doing. But ought 1, after such efforts as I had made, 
to have been left in this position by the Directors of the British 
Institution or the Government? Under any other Government in 
Europe, after what I had done, 1 should not have been allowed to 
remain one moment in necessity.’ 

This was his view of the case. Of his own social obligations, 
BO far as money was concerned, ^ he seems scarcely to have 
thought at all, till embarrassments closed like a net around him; 
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on the contDftty, of the obh|atioa8 of 60 ci^ i 0 me£dM he 
appears to have entertained a very definite thfttgh sensewhai 
peculiar notion: <He believed that he was apdst^ and 

* martyr of High* Art, and as such had a sort of support 

‘ from those who would not find him the*‘ employhient he was 
' always craving.’ (Vol. iii. p. 321.) ' » 

Nothing so wrenches the heart as to find scattered through 
the later memoranda soleqj^n warnings to others against debt, 
against doing evil in the prospect of some uncertain future 
good; advice to his sons never to incur a pecuniary obligation 
for any self-gratification; and we find afterwards one of them — 
noble boy!—living on bread and water at his college, rather 
than do so, while Ilajdon himself was reduced to the meanest 
subterfuges to keep liimself out of prison. JIo boasts, in several 
places, of the scholars he had fornu'd—since distinguished men 
—boasts that he had trained them in Art without the remuner¬ 
ation of a single farthing. Hut the&c gentlemen might tell, if 
they would, what a price they had paid for his instructions. 
The manner in wliicli he wronged bib pupils, not only taking, 
on various pretence^, the money out of tiieir pockets, but pre¬ 
vailing on them to sign bills, which he left them to meet or go 
to piisou, is among the most unpardonable traits revealed in his 
biography. As the father of a family, he confcbscs to the 
wickedness and indelicacy of such conduct. ‘ But,’ 1 m? adds, 
‘ 1 was in such a state of desperation that 1 wonder at notmng,’ 

Yet, even in tlie midst of thc^e daik humiliations, there are 
strange gleams of light—records of the generous kindness he 
received from others. On one occasion a sheriff’s officer, sent 
to arrest him, was so struck and agitated by the picture of * La- 
‘ zarus,’ that he allowed him to go free till a certain hour at 
which TTajdon gave his word to appear. The editor remarks 
that the ‘ The compunction of the bailiff* before the great canvas 
‘ of "Lazarus” was as striking an incident in ‘ its way as that 
' of the bravos arrested in their murderous intent by the organ- 

* playing of Stradclla;’—we believe it was the exquisite voice 
of Stradclla, singing his own music, which so touched the hearts 
of the assassins. But however tliis may be, a nearer parallel 
may be found in the well-known story of Parmigiano. During 
the sack of Rome he was working in his room, intent on one 
of his great jdcturcs, when two of Bourbon’s soldiers rushed in 
to murder and pillage; they were arrested by the sight of the 
picture, stood before it for a few minutes, and then walked 
quietly and silently away. But wc must here dismiss the 
chapter of Haydon’s mistakes and delinquencies in pecuniary 
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matters: if unjustifiable, yet pitiable; and the retribution, 
though it may be deserved, is sad and terrible. 

When his picture of ‘ Lazarus* was finished he exhibited it 
m the Kgyptian Hall; but it did not even pay the expenses. 
The head of Lazarus—staring ghastly with awakening life—is 
finely conceived; the head and figure of Christ a failure — 
and worse—positively mean and bad. Wherever refined or 
purely intellectual feeling was req^uired, Haydou has seldom 
succeeded. As in the expression of power he is almost always 
exaggerated, so in the expression of refinement ho is almost 
always weak or vapid. 

In 1823 we find him in the King’s Bench. But even Iwre 
the wonderful ardour and vivacity of the man was not subdued. 
Dr. Johnson would have styled him ‘an mrompressible fel- 
‘ low.’ He drew up a ))ctition to the House of Commons, which 
was presented by Mr. Brougham. It commenced thus: — 

‘ It is now seven years since the Comniittee for the purchase of the 
Elgin Marbles, in discussing the subject of tlicir deliberation, sub¬ 
mitted to the attentive consideration of the House how highly the 
cultivation of the Fine Arts had contributed to the reputation, cha¬ 
racter, and dignity of every Government by which they lia<l been 
encouraged, and how intimately they were eounected with the ad¬ 
vancement of everything valuable in science, literature, or art. 

* There are two ways, in which your petitioner presumes to think 
that'^sp.successful excitement to the genius of the country towards 
historical painting could be given, viz., tlxe purchase and presentation 
of pictures to adorn the altars of churches, or the sides of public 
halls, and the employment of artists of distinguished reputation to 
produce them.’ 

Then, after a recommendation of himself, he humbly prays— 

‘ That the House will appoint such a Committee as investigated 
the subject of the Elgin marbles to inquire into the state of en¬ 
couragement of historical .painting, and to ascertain the best mctliod 
of preventing, by moderate and judicious patronage, those who devote 
their lives to such honourable pursuits, so essential (as your Com¬ 
mittee has affirmed) to science, literature, and art, from ending their 
days in prison and in disgrace.’ 

He dalles this petition from the King’s Bench Prison. 

‘ Sir Charles Long (to whom ITaydon had made earnest apjdication 
Ibrfiis support in Parliament—applications met with the most diplo¬ 
matic chilliness, to judge by Sir Charles’s notes,) insisting on some 
practical suggestion, Ilaydon laid before Mr. Brougham his plan 
for ornamenting the great room at the Admiralty (which, no doubt, 
occurred to him as an old guest of Lord Mulgrave’s there), with re¬ 
presentations of naval actions, and busts and portraits of naval com¬ 
manders. This is worth noting as a first step to the result which is 
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getting towards realisation in the New Houses of Parliament.’ (VoL 
ii. p. 54.) * 

Having subsequently passed through the Insolvent Court, 
Haydon found himself free to begin life anew, cleared, as far is 
law could clear him, from all his pecuniary responsibilities. He 
was no sooner out of prison than he recommenbed his appeals 
to the Government, advocating the decoration of the Admiralty, 
the House of Lords, and omer public buildings. He wrote 
letter after letter, such as no doubt ‘bored’the officials ‘to 
‘ extinction.’ 

* One would say, after reading the correspondence on both sides, 
that never was anything so hopeless as these appeals. But silence, 
snub, simple acknowledgment, formal phrase of courtesy meaning 
nothing, curt refusal, every variety of turn by which red-tapeism 
would trip up and disable an obtrusive enthusiast, was lost upon 
Haydon, who, nothing daunted, kept pouring in page after page of 
passionate pleading on Sir Charles Long, on Mi*. Vansittart, on Mr. 
Kobinson, on the Luke of Wellington, on Lord Grey, on Sir Robert 
Peel, on Lord Melbourne, or Sir Robert Peel again, and seemed to 
be making no way whatever with any of them. But our now Houses 
of Parliament are to have their frescoes, and their oil pictures; and 
Haydon lived to take a part (though an unsuccessful one) in the first 
competition intended to test the capability of our artists for such 
work.* 

While advocating and enforcing his favourite ol:nect jg^ith 
unconquerable pertinacity, it was necessary to live, lle'begau 
to paint portraits, which he had always despised, and now took 
up the ‘ trade,’ as' he termed it, with deep disgust. He deals 
gibes on his sitters {aside, observe), and scratches caricatures of 
their stupid heads and vapid faces. But he lived to discover his 
mistake in depreciating a dcjiartinent of Art which had employed 
the powers of Raphael, which had made the glory of Titian, 
and to acknowledge tliat there can be no great histprical paint¬ 
ing which is not founded in the study Qf individual nature. 

In 1826, he addressed a letter to Mr. Canning, inclosing a 
jietitlon similar in substance to the last, which he intended £m 
to present to the House of Commons. Mr. Canning declined. 
It did not belong to his official department, lie again attacked 
Sir Charles Long, and thus records the result:— ^ 

‘ On the subject of my petition, Sir Charles behaved very candidly, 
and told me he took a very different view of the subject to that which 
I did. He said he had been long in the House of Commons, and 
that- there was nothing less known there than Art. That when the 
Waterloo Monument was proposed, many different plans were sent in. 
That Lord Londonderry said the thing had b(ittq|>be given up. Tliat 
all money voted by the House of Commons would be subject to 
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Eupprrision, and that the Directors, as independent gentlemen, had 
determined, if the House voted the money, to refuse it, because they 
would not be subject to the investigation of Mr. Hume. 

' ‘ When Sir Charles said this his face had an expression quite 
extraordinary. It gave me more notion of Hume’s power, and the 
yiread place-huijtcrs have of him, than anything else on earth could 
have given me.’ (Vol. ii. p. 110.) 

Haydon persisted. Sir Charles put on his glasses and looked 
over some papers, and so the painter bowed himself out. 

After this rebuff he determined to try Mr. Ridley Colbome 

(now Lord Colborno), from whom at least he met with some 

sympathy. Mr. Colliorne presented his petition, which was in 

the usual spirit. Wc extract one or two passages. He begins 

by setting forth: — 

_ » 

‘ That in all countries Where the Arts have flourished, the native 
artists were the principal objects of national patronage, and their 
productions the leading features in the public collections. The 
petitioner humbly wishes to impress the importance of this principle 
of patronage on the attention of the House, in consequence of the 
projected intention <Jf a National Gallery ; for no gallery can strictly 
be called National, nor will any gallery be ever of that advantage to 
native Art, if it be built only to receive foieign productions as 
exam])les of instruction, w itliout provision being made for the pur¬ 
chase and reception of nati\ e works. The petitioner humbly hopes 
the House will not think this subject bencatii their att<‘ntion, or in- 
conTmtent with the ir duties at this particular period; and, when the 
National Gallery comes under their discussion, that they will deign 
to give it that notice which, in their wisdom, they may deem due, 
for the greatest statesmen the woild has ever seen have always con¬ 
sidered the Arts an engine not unworthy to b(> used in advaneiug the 
commercial and political greatness of a people.’ ( 

On the topics suggested by tbe»c observations we will not 
now dwell, but icturn topoor Ilaydon, of whom hisl’biographer 
observes with much truth: — 

* It cannot, I think, be denied to Haydon, that his perpetual pressing 
of a nobler estimate of the relations of artists and people has dune 
something to create the fediug which has at length expressed itself, 
however imperfectly, in the plans for decorating our new Houses of 
Parliament.’ (VqL ii. p. 114.) 

As ^c cloud of sorrow, perplexity, and want gathered and 
^rkened round his home, Haydon began to tire of Ins warfare 
with the Academy, to under tand the injury it had done him in 
bis profession, and to be tnorc and more conscious of his inability 
to cope with the antagonism of an influential body of men. 
I’reparatory to a canvass for admission into a society ho had 
professed to treat with abhorrence and contempt, he paid a 
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series of amicable visits to the leading members. Of these, and 
of his own motives in seeking reconciliation, he gives a full 
account in his Journal. He has headed this account with the 
significant superscription—‘ The disgrace of my life.* To those 
who read it, it will appear a disgrace thus to give the lie to all 
his previous convictions, and from motives plainly self-interested. 
To himself it seemed disgraceful, because it was unsuccessful; had 
it succeeded, wc. can hardly doubt that he would have regarded 
and represented it with very real self-delusion as an act of mag¬ 
nanimity. He called on Lawr^^nce, Shee, Flaxman, Chantrey, 
Calcott, Beechey, Wcstall, Bailey, Thompson, Ward, Howard, 
Stothard, Bone, Cooper. He w is received by some with 'stiff 
formality; by others, with ill-concealed disdain; by a few, with 
real kindness. Ills remarks arc evidently coloured by bis ill 
humour with himself. His allusions to Flaxman (whom in his 
soul he admired and venerated) are especially coarse and offen¬ 
sive. He docs justice, however, to the hearty good nature of 
Chanti'ey and the * angelic mind’ and serene simplicity of 
Stothard. In contrasting himself with Wilkie at this time, he 
says with a singular candour and self-knowledge:— 

‘ Wilkie’s system was Wellington’s; principle and prudence the 
groundwork of risk. Mine, tijut of Napoleon; audacity with a de- 
liance of principle when principle was in the way. I got into prison. 
Napoleon died at St. Helena. Wellington is living and honoui'ed; 
and Wilkie has had a public dinner given to him at Home, seat 
of Art and genius, while I am as poor and necessitous as ever. Let 
no man use evil as a means of success in any scheme however grand. 
Evil, that good may come, is the prerogative of Deity alone, and 
should never be ventured on by mortals.’ (Vol. ii. p. 14G.) 

He really loved Wilkie, but could not help giving way to a 
little fun,,and perhaps a little envy, when he visited his old 
friend after the return of the latter from Italy. Wilkie’s health 
had broken clown, he had become an emaciated old bachelor;— 

‘ There sat I,’ says Haydon, ‘ rosy, plump, and full of difficulties, 
harass and trouble, with a large family and a dear wife. Ho has no 
household anxieties, no domestic harass, no large family to bring up. 
But he has no sweet affections,'^no tender sympathies. Would I ex¬ 
change my situation for David Wilkie’s ? No, no! not if 1 liad ten 
times the trouble, the anxiety, the harass,‘the torture!’ ' jj, 

In the year 1828, Haydon prepared to publish a pamphlet on 
the public encouragement of Art in England, lie wrote to the 
Duke of Wellington, begging perrnisrion to dedicate $\iq pam¬ 
phlet to him. The Duke declines withtformal politeness. Hay¬ 
don writes again, recapitulating the points of his letter. The 
same day the Duke replies:— 
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* The Duke of Wellington presents his compliments to Mr. Hay don, 
and will readily peruse and attend to his work ; but he is much con¬ 
cerned again to repeat, that he must decline to give permission that 
uny work should be dedicated to him.’ 

. As soon as the pamphlet was published it was sent to the 
Duke, who as usual acknowledges the receipt of it with his own 
hand. Haydou then writes to ask the Duke, ‘with all tlie 
* respect due to his illustrious character’ whether if his plan for 
the encouragement of historical painting were brought forward 
in Parliament, his Grace would be favourably disposed towards 
it? The Duke replies with characteristic politeness and cau¬ 
tion;— 

* The Duke of Wellington presents his compliments to Mr. Haydon, 
andf has had the honour of receiving his letters. The Duke begs 
leave to reserve his opinion upon the encouragement proposed to be 
given to historical painting, until he will sec the practical plan for 
such encouragement.’ 

Haydon immediately writes the details of his practical plan. 
Tic proposes that 4000Z. be granted every two years for six 
years, lor the employment of historical painters; that if at the 
end of this period tlie works produced justify the liberality of 
the grant, it shall be continued for ten years more; that the em¬ 
ployment should be in the hands of a committee of the House of 
Commons, and that they should begin with four great subjects, 
viz.,^ne military, for Chelsea Hospital; one naval, for the 
Admiralty ; one sacred, for an altarpiece ; and one civil, for a 
hall of justice. '^Ile hopes, in conclusion, that his Grace will be 
pleased to add to the other glories of his ministry, the glory of 
establishing a system of national aid to the Arts in this country. 

If the Duke had been a wit instead of a ^cllington he Avould 
probably have whispered ‘ Vous ctes orfevrcy monsiiur Josae P 
The rei)ly, though in a very different style, is in effect equally 
brief and conclusive:— 

* The Duke of Wellington presents Ids compliments to Mr. Haydon, 
and bus had the honour of receiving his letter.^ The ‘Duke must 
again beg leave to decline to give an# answer until the plan shall be 
brought regularly before him. The Duke must however, in the first 
instance, object to the grant of any public money for the object.’ 

Dven this soufflet from ‘ his own immortal hand,’ did not in¬ 
duce absolute despair. Haydon applied for a%ice to Mr. Agar 
Ellis, an^ asked Idra if he had any chance by laying the plan 
again before the impcnetiable Duke through the medium of hi& 
secretaries ? 

‘ The answer was, not in the leastyS that the Directors of the British 
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Gallefy had applied to Government the year Before, for SOOOt in 
addition to 3000/. which they .had offered of their own money for a 
piece of ground to extend the National Gallery; tlie Dnke would not 
listen to it *, and when he granted a small som in aid to the British 
Museum, he told the Trustees that they must go without next 
year.' 

In spite of these ccmtinual rebuffs, on a subject so near jhis 
heart, Ilaydon is full of admiration for, ^he impracticable Duke. 
He says, ‘ All my predictions about "Wellington will come true. 

* He will rescue the country, double its power, mid leave it 
‘ with revenue flourishing, feared, respected, and wondered 
But the cause of Hi^ Art wa:?, iioverthelc&s, for thd' present 
hopeless. 

The end ®f tins year (1828) found Haydon again a prisigner 
in the King’s Bench. Hero he accidentally witnessed from his 
window, a ridiculous masquerade procession of^ the reckless 
inmates ; and on asking what it nj^eant, Avas told it was a proces¬ 
sion of burgesses, headed by the liord High Sheriff and Lord 
Mayor of the King’s Bench Br^n, going in state to open the poll 
for the election of two members to protect their rights in the 
House of Commons. ' Here,’ he says, |,were bayonets and 
‘ bankers, authors, merchants, soldiers, painters, poets, dandies i^f 
‘ rank in silk and v<||[vct, dandies of no rank in rags and tatters, 

* folly, insanity, poverty^ affliction, all mingled in boisterous 
‘ merrimen^ with a spiked iiviW twenty feet high abovo^Hheir 
‘ heads.’ 

The painter, astonished out of the sense of his own sorrow by 
this Alsatian scene, half mad, hklf miserable, thought he ^ad 
never beheld such characters, such expressions, and such licadb 
on human sboulder|, assembled in one group befbre. He* re¬ 
solved to paint it; this Avas the orign of the ‘ Mock Election,’ 
one of his t>est Avorks. When released from prison, chiefly 
through the generous interA’cntioii of Ijord Ellesmere and Mr. 
Lockhart, he began upon his picture and Avorked at it Avith en¬ 
thusiasm ; he majde frequent visits tdf the King’s Bench, putting 
in the heads frorw life. Some of the details of chtiracter as given 
in his Journal are wonderfufly graphic and spirited, particularly 
the story of a ruined officer, Avho sat for the broken-down man 
of fashion, in the foreground of the picture. (Vol. iii pp. 246. 
302.) 

While working on the * Mock Election ’ Ilaydon lived, as 
usual, upon credit afid sUcli money as he could rai^e by small 
chance subjects. The picture Avas purchased by George IV., 
for five hundred guineas, at a moment Avhen the "hinbappy 
painter Avas again on the vcjge of riiin and despair. Sufch 
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sudden vicissitudes, to use liis own expression, ‘ make terrible* 
* cuts into the constitution.’ In a precarious profession the 
turns of fortune have some of the bad effects of gambling. 
They upset all the calculations of prudence, they turn wisdom 
into foolishness, and life into a lottery. Poor Haydon ! 

He afterwards painted a eomj)anion to the ^ Mock Election * 
in a similar spirit; he entitled it * Chairing the Member,’ but 
the King did not like it, declined the purchase, and it after¬ 
wards fell into private hands. 

Nothing daunted by all the former repulses, Haydon now 
drew up another petition to the House of Common, which was 
presenti^Sd by Mr. Agar Jillis. It began in th6 usual style. * It 
‘ is now fourteen years since your lloiiourablc House, in 
‘ tl^c report on the Elgin Marbles,’ &c. ifec., and was in sub¬ 
stance the same as the former petition. The- result was also 
the same. Mr. Ellis remarked, in presenting the petition, that 
anxious as he felt for the engourngeraeni of Art, he could not 
recommend a grant of money for the purj) 08 e. ‘ Anxious as he 
‘ felt!’ exclaims Haydon, in scom and ire — 

‘ Tlds i^divine! This is suineihing like I*itt’s anxiety when Lord 
Elgin applied for the public aid to make easts and drawings at 
jluthens. Titt said, anxious as he felt to advance the Arts, he could 
not authorise sueh a use oi j|}ie public money; ^nd directly after that 
spent 300,OCX)/, in catamarans to blow up the flotilla at Boulogne. 
O ou**publi(i» men! our public men ! A couple of tutor| of painting 
and sculpture at Oxford and Cambiidge would send them into Par¬ 
liament with just|ir notions of vviiat was due to the arts and the 
country.’ ^ 

In 1829 he painted the picture of ‘Punch,’ — a satire on 
human life — Ibll of power .‘ind humorous expression in the 
heads, and with bits of cliarming colour and fine painting; but 
unplcasing at first view from the ct>ncentrated in¬ 

terest, and from being too crowded as a composition. Some of 
the separate heads, as that of the hiug^ing boy, the apple 
woman (it is said that Mr^ Haydon sat for this beautiful face), 
the simple, stiA’dy farmer, and kc^n, astute Bow-street oflScer, 
arc almost equal to anyihing we can remember in Modem Art* 
This picture is in the possession of Dr. Darling. ‘ ,, 

The year 183j0 found him again a prisoner in the King’s 
Bench. Some one said to him, ‘When you are in this place 
‘ you must get rid of all the finer |eelingsj? ‘ Pardon me,’ 
replied HS.ydon, ‘ you must struggle har<f to keep them; it is 
‘ your only chance of safvation,’ This was well felt and weU 
said. 

He once jpgorc passed through^ the Insolvent Qourt, and was 
*oncc more legally frbe. 
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* _ 

In the same year he wrote again to the Duke of Wellington, 

who was again in power. He called the Duke’s attention to 
the report of M. Guizot, recommending the new King, Louis 
Philippe, to employ historical painters to commemorate the 
events of the July revolution. The letter was sent vA, nine in 
the morning; before two comes the Duke’s reply, prompt and 
practical ' * „ ^ 

< Sir,—I have received your letter. It is certainly true that the , 
British public give but little encouragement to the art of historical 
painting. The reason is obvious. Tliere are no funds at the disposal 
of the Crown or itS Misters that are not voted by Parliament upon 
estimates, and applied strictly to the purposes for which such funds 
are voted. ■ 

‘ No Minister would go to Parliament with a proposition for a “^ote 
for a picture to be painted ; and, therefore, there can be no such eni»' 
couragement here there is in other countries for this art. 1 am' 
much concerned thai^ I cannot point out the mode in which this want 
of encouragement can be remedied. 

* I h|Fe the honour to be, • 

'* Wellingtqw.* 

He wrote again, and yet again, with the •mme result. 

Haydon now turned, with harassed mind, to his painting. Sir 
Robert Peel, who had seefi and admired the small sketch of * Na- 
* poleon musing at St. Helena,’ gave him a cohimisdon to paint 
it the size of life, and paid part of the price in advance. 'He is 
full of gratitude and admiration for Sir Robert Peel, not without 
reason ; and Sir Robert was pleas^ with his pidture, nofwithout 
reason. It is a fine, quiet, suggestive work. Wordswortii’« 
sonnet on this picture is well known. 

The Reform Bill now came on; and Ilaydon’a^discursive mind 
was so engrossed by politics, that his painting room was com¬ 
paratively ^neglected. However, he was moved by the very 
fever which pofsessed him, to paint a picture which had reference 
to that exciting crilis. It repre8|ntcd a group of country 
politicians waitiite the arrival of the ‘ Times ’ nqjvspaper, wliicm 
well expressed tl^ impatience, and had great success. ^ 

A still greater success, a still greater honottr, awaite(Foi& 
painter. After the passing of the Reform BUI, the event was 
celebrated by a banquet in GuHdhall, and he was commissioned 
by Lord Grey do paint this city festival, with the portraits 
of the principal Tefofmars. Every facUity was givei^^ to him to 
make memoranda from the actual scene. In the progress of 
this picture he was compelled to study portraiture w|th more 
attention than he had ever given to it,, All the Ministers, and 
the principal supporters of the Governmc|it on Aiis question^ 
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sat to him, by Lord Grey’s express wish, during tha year and 
the next 

Lord JSTugent sat first; he was on the eve of embarking for 
the Ionian Islands,: then the Duke of Sussex, Lord Grey, 
Lord Althorp, Lord Lansdownc, Lord John Uussell, Lord 
Melbourne, Lord Palmerston, Lord Goderich, Lord Auckland, 
Lord Brougham, Lord Holland, Lord Essex, fjord Stanley, 
Lord^brington, ^ Then the distinguished commoners, Burdett, 
Graham, Jeffrey,’ Plunket, Coke of Norfolk, O’Connell, and 
a long et cetera. No wonder that Haydon, at all times like 
a sky-rocket ready charged, should have beenjifted to a height 
of glorification which in his wildest i^s of ambition he had 
hiu-dly contemplated. He describes his sitters as one by one 
they successively came before him, and his touches of manner 
and character as given in words are infinitely^more vivid and 
life-like than any his pencil achieved. Nor did he fail to take 
advantage of the opportunities now afforded him to press his 
favourite object—the public patronage of Art. Bound down in 
his painting-rocflpa, and obliged^to listen,—fixed as if in an 
ondM-ntedschpiir,—he had the loading powers of the State at his 
mercy. It was a fine opportunity for exercising that ‘intre- 

* pidity of talk,’ for which Haydon was more remarkable than 
Tor taste and modesty. Aiid did he^ not make some of them 
wisl^hemselvcsla hundred miles off? — we rather think he did I 

But when he pressed upon each and all the public encourage¬ 
ment of Art for public purposes he met with no response. Lord 
Melbourne gaily laughed thn question aside. Lord Grey as 
gravely postponed it. Lord John Russell ‘did not say much.* 
Lord Goderich ‘ shrugged his shoulders, and shook his head.’ 
Lord Lansdowne, ‘ instead of allowing Haydon to talk, ques- 
‘ tioned him* Lord Althorp ‘thought an annual vote to a 

* national gallery would be injurious, because it implied the 
‘ necessity of buying when there might be nothing to buy.* In 
the mean time the observant painter was marking them down in 
a style they lit^^lc expected. As portraits in words, we think 

* the best arc those of Lord Grey umI Lord^Meuwume. On one 
occasion he callfid on Lord Grey late in the aftemopn, and found 
him sitting quietly by the fire reading papers. ^ 
i' * 

‘ Lord Grey was looking the essence of mildness. He seemed dis¬ 
posed for a chat. In my eagerness to tell him^rall he wanted to 
know, I sprung up off my chair, and begin explain, bending my 
fist to enforce my argument. Lord Grey looked It me with a mild 
peacefulqess of expression, as if I'egarding a bit of gunpowder he had 
admitted to disturb his t^ughts. Now I should have sat still, and 
chatted quietly, for that is what he wanted—to be relieved by gentle 

j. 
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talk. But ha .began to talk to zne about the picture, and touched a 
sensitive spring. I blazed away, made arrangements for his sitting 
next week, and took my leave. I came in like a shot, talked Tike a 
congreve-rocket, and was off like an arrow, leaving iLord Grey for 
five minutes not quite sure if it was all a dream. How delightfully’ 
he Itfoked by the fire! What a fine subject he would moke in hte 
official occupation! ’ ' * 

Here is another of those pictures in words which only a 
painter could have given. He went down to the House of 
Lords to study the heads of his sitters when animated by 
expression. It was the debate on the Irish Church question: — 

‘ The Duke spoke well, and without hesitation. There was a 
manly honour about his air; and when he read a quotation, to see 
him deliberately take out his glasses and put them on was extremely 
interesting. He tinforces what he says with' a bend of his head, 
striking his hand forcibly, and, as if convinced, on the papers. He 
finished, and, to my utter astonishment, up started Lord Mclbourmc 
like an artillery rocket. He began in a fury. His language flowed 
out like fire. He made such palpable hits that he floored the Duke 
of Wellington as if he had shot him. But the moment the stimulus 
was over his habitual apathy got a-head. He stammered, hemaicd, 
and hawed. But it was the most pictorial exhibition of the night. 
He wjived his white hand with the natural grace of Talma; ex¬ 
panded his broad chest, looked right at his adversary like a handsome 
lion, and grappled him with the grace of Paris.’ (Vol. ii. p. 344.) 

Lord Melbourne was bis favourite sitter. * He seemed,* 
says Haydon, ‘ to have a notion that I was a disappointed 
‘ enthusiast, whom he found it amusing to listen to, however 
‘ absurd it might be to adopt my ])lan8.’ This Avas, perhaps, 
near the truth, but Haydon was fascinated notAvithstanding; 

^ I am ahvaySf he says, ^ hrilliant with him, I feel at my ease. 

‘ He is a shrewd man, and is not satisfied Avith random reasons. 

* I Avas talking about Art, and he brought me to an anchor for a 
' minute by asking me a question that required reflection to 
‘ refute, and set me thinking Avhen he was gone.’ 

In 1833 Lord Melbourne Avas in power, and some of the 
scones Avhich took place between the ardent painter and the 
nonchalant Premier arc recorded Avith much liveliness. 

‘ 24th.—Called on Lord Melbourne; was very glad to see him and 
he me. We had a regular set-to about Art. I went on purpose. 

I said, for twenty-five years I have been at all the Lords of the Trea¬ 
sury without effect'* The First Lord who has courage to establish a 
system for the public encouragement of High Art will be remembered 
Avith gratitude by the English people. He said, “What d’ye Avant?” 

“ 2000/. a year.” “ Ah,” said Lord Melbourne, shaking his head and 
looking with his arch eyes, “ God help the Minister 4hat meddles. 
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witb Art.” “ Why, my Lord ?” “ He will get the whole Academy 
on his back.” “I hare had them on mine^ who am not a minister 
and a nobleman, and here I am. You say the Government is poor: 
you voted 10,000/. for the Poles, and 20,000/. for the Euphrates.*’ 

I was against 10,000/. for tho Poles. These things only bring over 
i&re refugees,” said Lord Melbourne. “ What about the Euphrates ? ” 
“ Why, my Lord, to try if it be navigable, and all the world knows 
it is not.” Then Lord Melbourne turned round, full of fun, and said, 
“ Drawing is of no use, it is an obstruction to genius. Correggio could 
not draw, Reynolds could not draw.” “ Ah, my Lord, I see where 
you have been lately.” Then he rubbed his. hands, and laughed 
again. ** Now, Lord Melbourne,” said I, “ at the bottom of that love 
of fun, you know you have a mine of solid sensci You know the 
beautiful letter you wrote me. Do let us have a regular conversation. 
The ai’t will go out.” “Who is there to paint pictures?” said he. 

“ Myself, Hilton, and Etty.” “ Etty! why he paints old-,” said 

Lord Melbourne. “Well, come on Sunday at eleven.” “I am 
going out of town and will put my ideas clearlywon paper.” “ Well, 
Sunday week. Will that do?” “ Yes, my Lord. Now, my dear 
Lord, do be serious about it.” “I will,” said he, looking archly 
grave, with his handsome face, and fine naked neck, for he was just 
out of his bed, in his dressing-gown. ’Gad, it is something to get 
him to say he will really listen : he has more sagacity than any of 
them.’ 

‘ 19th.—Called on Lord Melbourne, and after a little while was 
admitted. He looked round with his arch face, and said, “What 
noTij^” as much as to say, “What the devil are you come about—Art 
I suppose.” “ Now, my Lord,” said I, “ I am going tt) be discreet 
for the rest of iny life, and take you for an example.” 1 got up, and 
was eagerly talking away, when he said, “ Sit down.” Down I sat, 
and continued, “Do you admit the necessity of State support?” 
“ I do notf’ said he ; “ there is private patronage enough to do all 
that is requisite.” “ That 1 deny,” 1 replied, at which he rubbed bis 
hands and said, “ Ha, ha.” He then went to the glass, and began 
to comb his hair. I went on; “ My Lord, that’s a false view; 
private patronage has raised the school in all the departments where 
it could do service, but High Art cannot be advanced by private 
patronage.” “ But it is not the policy of this country to interfere,” 
said he. “ Why ? ” “ Because it is not necessary,” said he. “ You 
say so, bpt Pll prove the contrary.” “ Well, let us bear,” said Lord 
Melbourne: “where has Art ever flourished? In Greece, Egypt, 
Italy. How? by individual patronage.’' “No, my Lord, by the 
support of the State alone. Has it flourished in any country without 
it ? No. How can your Lordship expect it in tins.” He did not 
reply. “ Ergo,” said I, “ if it has flourished in every country where 
state patronage accompanied it, and if it has never flourished here, 
where there has been no state patronage, what is the inference ? 
High Art does not end with itself. It presumes great knowledge, 
which influences manufactures, as in France. Why is she superior 
in manufactures at Lyons ? Because by state support she educates 
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3 roiith to design. It came out in committee, and Peel and Hume 
both acknowledged our general ignorance in design was the reason of 
our inferiority.’' 

* “ Now, my Lord, Lord Grey said there was no intention of teking 
down the tapestry. It's down. A new House mdst be buUt. 
Paidting, sculpture, and architecture must be combined. Here’s an 
opportunity that never can occur again. Buikc said it would ulti¬ 
mately rest on a Minister. Have you no ambition to be that man 
He mused, but did not reply. P'or God’s sake, Lord Melbourne, do 
not let this slip — for the sake of 4rt—for your own sake—only siy 
you won't forget Art. I’ll undertake it for support during the time 
I am engaged, because it has been the great object of my life. I have 
qualified myself for it, and be assured, if High Art sinks, as it is 
sinking, all art will go with it.” No reply. “ pepend on my dis¬ 
cretion. Not a word shall pass from me; only assure me it is not 
hopeless.” Lord Melbourne glanced up with his fine eye, and looked 
into me, and said, “ It is not.”’ 

* 9th. — Sent down in the morning to know jf Lord Melbourc^ 
could see me. He sent me back word he would receive me at one. 
At one I called, and saw him. The following dialogue ensued: 
“ Well, my Lord, have you seen my petition to you?” “I have.” 
“Have you read it?” “Yes.” “Well, MtJiat do you say tq ijt?” 
He affected to be occupied, and to read ii letter. I saidi^- “ WTiat 
answer does your Lordship give? What argument pr-refutation 
have you ?” “ Why, we do not mean to have pictures. We mean 
to have a building witli all the simplicity of the ailtients.’’ (?) “,Well,” 
my Lord, what public building of the ancients will you poihlr out 
without pictures ? I fear, Lord Melbourne, since I first saw you, 
you are corrupted. You meet Academicians at Holland House. 
1 am sure you do.” He looked archly at me, and rubbed his hands. 
“ 1 do. I meet Calcott. He is a good fellow.” “ Gpod enough: 
but an Academician." “ Ha, ha,” said Lord Melbou^e. “ Now, 
my Lord, do be serious.” “ Well, I am : Calcott says he disapproves 
of the system of patrons taking up young men to the injury of Ihe 
old ones; giving them two or three commissions, and letting theitt' 
die in a workhouse.” “ But if young men are never tjyten up, 
how are they to become known? But to return* Look at Guieot. 
He ordered four great pictures to commemorate the barricades for 
the government. Why will not the Government do that here? 
What is the reason, Lord Melbourne, that no English Minister ia 
aware of the importance of Art to the manufactures and wealth of the 
country ? 1 will tell you, my Lord,—^you want tutors at the Univer¬ 
sities”—^I was going on talking eagerly with my hand up. At that 
moment the door opened, and in stalked Lord Brougham.’ (Yol. ii. 
336.) 

This is very lively, very well done, and we have no doubt 
true as to word and fact But Haydon was no profound judge 
of character, though of tjic manifestations of chara<^er in voice, 
figure, feature, he had a keen and quick perception. The 
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reverse is sometimes the case. We could mention those who 
have a most delicate appreciation of all the shades and depths of 
feeling and character, the external manifestations of which they 
are slow, almost dull in discerning. Lord Melbourne’s was not 
a'character for such a man as Haydon to fathom. He had 
indeed a perception of the sagacity under the indolent careless- 
neas. Lord Melbourne smiled at zeal, and laughed outright 
at sentiment. It ta as if his moral fiith had early in life 
been killed ihrough his affections, and that afterwards he played 
with ambition as with a toy. The laisser-aller principle, which 
he too generally applied to subjects of which he knew mijch, 
he was content to apply to Art, of which he knew nothing. 

We find this incidental mention of Lord Cavendish (noirj^l 
of Burlington): — 

‘ Lord Cavendish sat and was ready to 1^ me make any use of Ins 
face—three-parts of it, or half of it—and put him any where. Now 
when I contrast this with some of the City Committee, who march up 
to the picture, and say “ put me there” — close to Lord Grey, it is 
really extiuisite.’. 

It’-is so, and most happily characteristic. Of a sturdy pro¬ 
vincial l&l^ctioitiBcring lawyer, w’ho came up to sit, he says, ‘ lie 
‘ had the head of vulgar eagle!’ These are masterly touches of 
the external signs pf character. 

Qn'^the whole, this opportunity, which Ilaydon had seized and 
made the most of, was aj)parcntly lost. On the subject of Art he 
found all his sitters, if not deaf, unimpressible; perhaps he did 
not know howto address 11 kv^«c potenti^ lords; pcrliaps the little 
interest wh^ph his picture inspired, when finished, was one reason 
w'hy 1 j|P coi^d not make himself or his object more interesting. 
His own version is different. He says, — 

f ‘ Public men shrink from discussion. Tliey are so occupied with 
the fate of Nations, and their political relations, that truth, even on 
other points, seenj^ unworthy investigation. Metaphysical inquiry 
tliiey detest. Matters of taste they skim. Beligion they consider 
only as an engine of State; and I do, not think much extension of 
knowledge on general principles is to be acquired by intercourse with 
them. They are interesting from their rank and occupation ; but a 
habit of having sucli miglity interests hanging on their decisions 
generates a contempt for abstract deduction and an indisposition to 
enter into matters of literature, art, and morals.’ (Vol. ii. 327.) 

The old Houses of Parliament having been ]j|umcd in October 
1884, Haydon in 1835 addressed a petition to the Building 
Committee of the ‘ Lords and Commons,’ which was presented 
by Lord Morpeth (now Lord Qarlislp). He begins with the 
usual reminder; — 
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* It is now nineteen years since the Committee on the Elgin 
Marbles*—and then represents * that the obligation to rebuild the two 
Houses of Parliament will at last give to the Legislature the most 
favourable opportunity of developing the acknowledged talent now in 
England by State employment. That if spaces were assigned in the 
old House of Lords for designs in tapestry to commemorate a great 
national triumph (the defeat of the Spanish Armada), no just reason 
ran be given why equal spares should not be left in thr new House 
for the commemoration by painting of other national subjects equally 
important’ • ^ 

The immediate reception of this petition w'g do not knowC 
llaydon’s pertinacity may possibly have had some share in pro¬ 
ducing Mr. Ewart’*! Committee of Inquiry into ‘ tlie best means" 

* of extending a knowledge of the fine arts and af the principles 

* of design among the people, and also to inquire into the con- 

* stitution of the Koyal Academy.’ Haydon himself believed it, 
and his triumph was natural. In the self-same moment, while 
his wife was in her confinement, he had to send the tea-um off 
the table to raise ten shillings for bread. 

He does not tell us how the idea of delivering popular lec¬ 
tures on the Pijnciples of Art first entered his mind, but it was 
a happy thought for him and for the public. He ^became 
relebrated as a lecturer; and lecturing •became an important 
item in his means of subsistence. Jlis language was vigorous 
and fiuent, his delivery animated. He had that earnestness 
and self-assurance winch fixes attention and begets confidence, 
lie began by lecturing at the Mechanics’ Institute in London ; 
afterwards at Edinbuigh, Glasgow, Liverpool, Manchester, * 
Hall, Birmingham, and other lai^e towns; every^where he 
excited interest—often great enthusiasm. He wa^i the. first 
publicly to enforce the necessity of uniting the artist with 
the mechanic. There can be no doubt that, in extending 
this truth, he prepared the way for the Drawing Sphools and 
Schools of Design, the Exhibitions at Marlborough Houte and 
Gore House, and other institutions for improving the taste 
and education of the people. 

Amid all this activity and energy, we have sorrowful evi¬ 
dence that Haydon’b necessities and sudden changes of fortune, 
and wrongs, imaginary and real, were beginning to tell fearfullj 
upon his constitution, his brain, his pojyer of hand, and even his 
temper. He doted on his children; yet in one place he writes 
impatiently; ‘The voices of my children penetrate to mv 
‘ brain!’ How he adored his art we have seen; yet in one of 
lii^. miserable moments ho almost imprecates a curse upon 
it; — ^ 

VOL. XCVIII. NO. CC. O 0 
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* Thaitk Glod with aU inj soul and all mj filature,, chil4ren 
have witnessed the harassing agopies under wjiip^ ? havp ever 
, painted ; and the very naipe of Fainting — the very name of High Art 
--the very thought of a picture—gives them a hidegus and disgusting 
taste in their mouths. Thank Gqd, not qne of my hoy®> hpf ipy 
girl, can draw a straight line, even with a ruler, ipuch iesg vy^ithout 
one. And I pray God, on my knees, with* my forehead bent to the 
earth, and my lips to the dust, that He will in His mercy^ a|&ict them 
with every other passion, appetite, or misery, with wretchedness, 
disease, insanity, qr gabbling idiotism, rather than a longing for 
painting — that scorned miserable art—that greater imposture than 
the human species it imitates !* 

Every day he painted worse and worse — more hurriedly and 
heavily. He ipadc small drawings, and hawked them about. 
Of his picture of ‘ Napoleon musing,’ he painted not less than 
twenty-six small duplicates. He pain|ted some portraits almost 
cursing his sitters. * Did all,’ as he says, ‘ that in early yopth 
‘ he had despised others for doing.’ He begged, he borrowed : 
in the midst of his complaints of injustice no man ever received 
more kindness — more generous help. There is an outrageous 
letter to his excellent and forbearing landlord, Mr. Newton, 
whicli shows either absolute derangement, or tW Haydon, as 
his luo^rapher mildly expresses it, ‘entertained very peculiar 
* notions of the relations of debtor and creditor,’ and views 
qmte different from those Wliich usually prevail with regard to 
money obligations. He expresses in one place a conviction that 
his worldly troubles were seW direct from the Almighty, riot 
only as^ triaig to himself, but that by rousing attention they 
should interest the nation and excite a sympathy through the 
artist for bis darling object. 

‘ In 18.^ he was again in the King’s Bench, again went 
through the Insolvent Court, and was discharged without oppo¬ 
sition—once more legally frpe. 

In #183§ l^fe received a commission from the Corporation of 
Liverpool to pMnt the Duke pf Wellington musing op the field 
of Waterloo.^ 'Ihe pressure of public business prevented the 
Duke fpm sitting for this picture immediately; but in October 
the following year he invited Haydon down to Walmer Castle; 
and Haydon, proud and delighted, set to work, having already 
prepared his composition and .studies with conscientious care. 
The journal of his few Hays at Walmer Custle is interesting, 
but too ipng fpr insertion. On this picturej, also, Wordsworth 
wrote a fine sonnet. Haydon afterwards painted a picture of 
Wordsworth musing on Helvellyn, and sent the sketch to Miss 
Barrett (now Mrs. Browning) ^ and she also crowned his work 
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a very be^utifu} sonnet. It oanqot be swd that Haydon 
was not glorified in bis lifetime, 

In 1840 ^ was cffiled down tq lecture at Oxford; and grate¬ 
fully be tbanks God * for allowing him the distinction of being 
* the first to break dpwn the barrier which had hitherto kept Art 
‘ out of the pale of our .Universities.’ 

In 1841 be had a commission to paint a large picture of tlie 
Anti-Slavery Convention, including portraits of the venerable 
Clarkson, of -O’Connell, and a great number of distinguished 
persons, English and American. It was of course a formal 
picture crowded with heads — no composition, no action. In 
portraits he did not excel; and pur recollection of this picthre 
in its progress, and afterwards is not pleasing — it did not please 
himself. He says, ‘The delight I had in turning to one of my 
‘ historical pictures, after I had got rid of that dreadful collection 
‘ of faces is not to be described I’ The human face divine was 
always a trouble to Haydon when he could not do what he 
liked with it. It was remarked, that in both his pictures of 
Napoleon and Wellington he had turned away the face. 

In his tJournal at this time there is an account of a visit to 
Clarkson, which is extremely interesting, full of sensible re¬ 
marks on others, mixed up, however, with almost * frantic 
exaggeration as regards himself and his own claims and merits. 

We must hurry on. It is sad to trace along these pages 
the gathering gloom — the breaking up of the very fouTida- 
tions of life and reason, the resistance of the will, the sinking 
of the spirit. When the Fine Arts Committee sat and qx»- 
amiued witnesses Haydon was not even called. He felt it 
deeply. He set about making experiments in fresco, and followed 
them up with sanguine resolutions, though requiring a kind of 
practice and manipulation quite new to him. He records, with 
strong expressions of gratitude, the considerate kindness of Sir 
Charles Esstlake in helping him, with all bis ..experience and 
knowledge. He rejoices that in advancing the cause of High 
Art, Sir Charles will ^ follow ijv his footsteps with more temper 
‘ and prudence.’ While thus half hoping, half despairing, the ' 
death of his old friend Wilkie seems to have shaken him to the 
depths of his soul, disturbing him with wild painful thoughts 
and regretful memories. From this time there is scarcely a day 
without some allusion to * poor dear Wilkie — poor fellow! ’ 

When, in 1843, the prizes were announced for the best car¬ 
toons of historical subjects, Haydon had to compete ag£qn|t 
younger mpn, formed in the German and Paris schools of draw¬ 
ing. He was unsuccessful. The blow struck home; he seems tp 
have staggered under it, through his whole being. It is evident 
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that, when he went down to Westminster Hall to look at the 
Cartoons, the unwilling conviction was forced upon him that he 
was excelled. The suspicion that he was past doing great things 
came over him — a deep dejection followed. There are still 
flashes of hope — constant expression of trust in God — appeals 
to him against injustice — prayers for resignation to bear it; 
but he was a broken-hearted man. He had demanded, with a 
half-humorous, yet wild and passionate energy, to be allowed to 
do something, to have some little share in a triumph which, he 
believed, he had brought about. For thirty years he had been 
advocating the decoration of the House of Lords by native 
artists: he now asked, that * when the Houses were ready, car- 
' toons done, colours mixed, and all at their posts, he should be 

* allowed— employed or not employed —to take the first brush to 
■* dip into the first colours, and put the first touch on the first 

* intonaco. Otherwise he threatens to haunt them all—commis- 
•’ sioners, architect, secretary—all!’ lie says, in another place, 
that he would have ground the colours for them rather than 
have been left out. But he was left out. Except in the hearts 
ot‘ one or two pitying friends, judgment and feeling were both 
against him. 

Some of the entries into his Journal in these later years, when 
it became too evident that the harassed brain was giving way, 
have a sort of wild poetic spirit, which is extremely striking. 
We must extract one or two passages out of many. He thus 
laments over the necessities which had lowered his feeling for 
his own divine Art: -r- 

* Art with me is becoming a beastly vulgarity. The solitary 
gr|ndeur of historical painting is gone. There was something grand, 
something poetical, something touching, something inspiring, some¬ 
thing heroic, something mysterious, something awful, in pacing your 
quiet paiiiting-room after midnight, with a great work lifted up on a 
gigantic easel, glimmering by the trembling light of a solitary candle, 
** when the whole world seemed adverse to desert.” There was some¬ 
thing truly poetical in devoting yourself to what the vulgar dared 
not touch—• holding converse with the Great Spirit —your heart 
swelling, your imagination burning, your being rising.’ 

Here is another lamentation to which we feelingly respond:— 

* Nov. 6.nl844.—Went to the National Gallery, and found tlie 
Bttbens of Moses and the Brazen Serpent utterly ruined during the 
vacation; the whole of the tone and superb glazing rubbed offi It 
k one of his Italian pictures, painted at Genoa. What would Sir 
George and Sir Joshua say ? They may talk as they please of the 
sufferings of humanity, but there is nothing so excites my sympathy 
ns the helpless sufferings of a line old picture of a great genius. 
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Uhable to speak or remonstrate, toucbin<» all liearts by its 4^^ 
beauty, appealing to all sympathies by its silent splendour, laid on its 
back, in spite of its lustrous and pathetic looks taken out of its frame, 
stripped of its splendid encasement, fixed to its rack to be scraped, 
skinned, burnt, and then varnished in mockery of its tortures, its lost 
purity, its beautiful harmony; and then hung ‘up again for living 
envy to chuckle over, whilst tlie shade of the mighty dead is allowed 
to visit and rest about his former glory, as a pang for sins not yet 
atoned for! ’ 

One of the last things ho did (April and May, 1846) was to 
open an exhibition containing two large pictures designed as 
decorations for the House of T.ords, according to the plan he 
liad sent Lord Melbourne; Democracyj illustrated by the 
banishment of Aristides; and Despotism, by Nero, burning 
Rome, together wltli a great number of drawings and sketches. 
This exhibition failed comjdetcly and left him again overwhclnied 
with debt. We cannot dwell on the evident pressure of the 
brain which followed. If ever despair reigned in the human 
soul, it did in Haydon’s. He describes himself sitting for liours 
bclbre his canvas, ])alctte in hand, doing nothing, * staring on it 
* like an idiot: ’ or ‘ flying at his work like an inspired devil.’ 
He wrote to Sir Robert Peel and others of his patrons: Sir 
Robert was prompt and kindly in his reply, sending him 50/, 
It came too late: anything, everything was too late. This was 
on the 16th of June. On the morning of the 22nd he-^vas 
found dead in his painting-room at the foot of his easel. He 
had perished by his own hand. * 

Here we stop. There is no more to be laid. Our impressions 
of Haydon’s character as a man, of his merits and demerits as a 
painter, of the state in which Ijc found, and the state in which 
he left the prospects of Art, of all that he achieved, of all in 
which he failed — may be gathered from the preceding pages. 
We now leave the reader to form his own conclusions; or if 
provoked to exasperation, or moved by a too painful pity, he 
find it diflScult to hold the balance fairly, we refer him to the 
last pages of the biography, in which Mr. Taylor has ably and 
impartially summed up the pleadings for and against this re¬ 
markable and gifted man. He does not, perhaps, attach suffi¬ 
cient imjwrtance to the manifest presence of disease in account¬ 
ing for so much that must otherwise remain unaccountable; but 
on the whole we concur in his estimate of the character. Wfe 
confess to have ended this review in a gentler spirit than we 
began it. Haydon’s faults were not undeservedly visited in this 
world; tliey brought down upon him their necessary inevitable 
consequences. But we are inclined to think that he has not 
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received justices for the higher ^ualitiee df his chd,tacter~fbr 
the wonderful vigour and energy of his mind—the virarmth, thb 
truth) the tenacity of his aifectionsrand we believe that this 
autobiography, from the general interest it has excited, will re¬ 
verse, in some measure, the hard judgment that has been passed 
upon him. 


Abt. IX.—1. Thoughts on the Subject of Bribery and Cor¬ 
ruption at Btectiom. By the Hon. O. F. S. Elliot. London: 
1853. 

2. A short and sure Way of preventing Bribery at Elections. By 
Right Wason, Esq. Ayr: 1853. 

3. Is Bribery loithout a Remedy? A Letter to Lord tfohn 
Russell, &c. &c. By Sir J. Eardley Wilmot, Bart. Lon¬ 
don: 1853. 

4. Suggestions for a Conservative and Popular Reform in the 
Commons House of Parliament. By Augustus G. Staple- 
ton. London: 1853, 

5. Parliamentary Reform ; the Educational Franchise. London; 
1853. 

6. Reports and Minutes of Evidence taken before Election Com- 
fifittees,—RyCi Chatham^ Plymouth^ Berwick, and others. 

7. Remarksjm Treating, and other Matters relating to the Election 
of Members of Parliament. By P. A. Pickering. London: 
1852. 

Tn two previous Papers on Representative Reform (Jan. 
-*• and Oct. 1852), we endeavoured to prepare the way for 
practical action on this great question by a discussion of the 
main principles which lie at its foundation, and by an elimina¬ 
tion of some popular fallacies which have extensively prevailed 
regarding it. We attempted to show that the subject was 
neither so simple nor so narrow as it had been represented; that 
some of its most important bearings and most difficult depart¬ 
ments had been hitherto singularly overlooked; and that even 
those branches of it which had been the object of the longest 
and most finest consideration, had never been adequately 
expounded. We endeavoured also to arrive at a few indis¬ 
putable conclusions, and to lay down a few ascertained po¬ 
sitions, which might serve as a basis—a starting-point—for 
our legislators and statesmen, whenever they should seriously 
address themselves to the perilous and solemn task of adjusting 
or reconstructing the Representative element of our Parlia- 



1853. Parluanet^ary Putifimtion, 

i 

raentary Constitution, We pointed out that the chatees 
worked by the Reform Bill of 1832, however noiseless, nad 
been vast, significant, and seminal; that the House of Commons 
had become far more imbued with popular opinions, far more 
sensitive to popular feeling, far more amenabje to popular 
control; that its constitution was less exclusively party^ and its 
discipline less peculiarly military, than before: that it showed 
a strong and natural tendency to usurp many of the ministerial 
functions, and thereby to incur much of the ministerial re¬ 
sponsibility. We called attention, also, to the momentous fact 
that, in proportion as it was becoming more and more demo¬ 
cratic in its constitution, it was becoming more and more 
supreme in its jurisdiction; that while it more fully repre¬ 
sented the people, it also more entirely monopolised tlie func^ 
tions of the three branches of the Legislature; that in fact 
—looking at our old Constitution as a mixed one—Ave had 
for some time been burning the candle at both ends. We dis¬ 
cussed fully both the claims and the consequences of universal 
or ‘ cotnplete ’ suffrage: and proved that, while the supposed 
right of every citizen to the electoral franchise could be made 
good by no consistent or tenable reasoning, the concession of 
that right, so far from being an indefeasible guarantee of liberty, 
might be made the surest instrument of despotism. We showed 
that the idea which lies at the root of our Electoral System in 
Great Britain is, and has always been—hot the representafion 
of numbers, nor yet that of property, — but that of classes;; 
that the adoption of mther of the former as a basis would lead 
to results little foreseen by our Liberals, and from which the 
most liberal would shrink back aghast; that Avhile the great 
blot, drawback, and want of the actual Parliamentary suffrage 
is the inadequate admission within its pale of the labouring 
classes, the removal of this injustice and defect must be managed 
with judgment and with caution; that, while the aim and the 
operation df the measure of 1832 was to place the representation" 
in the hands of the middle classes, any such general and decided 
lowering of the voting qualification, as was commonly nsked for, 
would take the representation out of the hands of those classes, 
and would be, in truth, not dn advancing but a retrogressive 
step; arid that a 51. franchise would not, as tvas ijtnagined, be 
the continuance, confirmation, and extension of the fu/. franchise, 
but its reversal,- negation, and discomfiture. While not coldly 
admitting, but anxiotisly urging, that an extension of the 
Parliamentary suffrage to our working classes was both 
necessary, desitable, and just, we pointed out—what recent 
diaclosUtes have so signally donfirraed—that the thing specially 
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deeded was not a hmering^ but an elevation and purification, of 
the^anchise; and we hinted that, not only might the two 
objects be combined, but that the one might be made the means 
anil the security of the other,—inasmuch as among those now 
virtually or actually excluded, are to be found sounder, healtluer, 
and higher electoral elements than many now within the pale. 
Finally,—taking our stand on the conclusions at which we 
seemed to have logically arrived, and on the principles which 
we conceived we h^ irrefragably established,—we ventured to 
suggest two or three broad and simple practical measures by the 
adoption of which, or, at least, by a movement in the direction 
of which, the great ultimate object which all sincere reformers 
have in. view, might, in our judgment, be most effectually 
secured; by which the really worthy, competent, and educated 
of all ranks should be blended in one comprehensive and respect¬ 
able constituency, and those only should be left destitute of the 
electoral franchise, who neither value it sufEciently to make 
any effort for its attainment, nor manifest any of the qualifica¬ 
tions, from which wc can infer that, if they possessed it, they 
would exercise it in a right spirit, or for their own interests, or 
tor their country’s good. 

At the period when those papers appeared, the interest once 
BO generally felt in the subject of Parliamentary Reform was 
languid or asleep; other topics had elbowed it for a time out of 
th^pubHc mind; and *mea8ures of a more urgent and practical 
character absorbed the attention both of the Legislature and the 
Nation;—nor should we have dreamed of entering so largely 
into the question, had not a pledge befti volunteered by the 
Administration of Lord John Russell, to bring forward a com¬ 
prehensive proposal on the first feasible occasion. Now, how¬ 
ever, the position of the question is altogether changed: the 
circumstances of the last general election have again lifted it 
into prominence and paramount importance; dormant interest 
is once more aroused; the blots and defects of the existing 
system have been forced upon our notice with an importunity 
which will take no denial; and the presentation of seventy-six 
petitions, the unseating of thirty-six Members for bribery or other 
undue practices, and the disdosures of the general and wide¬ 
spread corruption practised at elections—long known to the 
initiated, but never before so laid bare to the public at large — 
have startled both the Government and the People into a fresh 
access of vigilance and zeal, and concentrate the general 
attention upon one branch of the wide question* The extension 
of the franchise is no longer held forth as the cardinal point, 
the head and front, of a new Reform Rill:—the suppression of 
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bribery and other corrapt mfluences is now felt to be the 
problem most imperatively oalfin^ for solntion. No m^ure 
which do^ not fairly and manfully grapple witii this giant .evil, 
will be worthy of the reputation of the Adminietration which 
stands pledged to bring it forward, or will have the smallest 
chance of meeting acceptance with the country. 

The New Reform Bill, which is promised for an early period 
of next Session, and which Ministers must diligently employ 
their autumn leisure in concocting, will have to deal with three 
several points — the ettensioiiy the i'e~distributio7i, and the puri- 
Jication of the Franchise;—it must decide who shall possess tho 
suifrage; under what divisions, and in what localities that 
suffrage shall be exercised; and how that exercise' shall bc^ 
guarded and secured. Of these three problems the last^s the 
one which at present excites the principal interest, and tor 
which we propose chiefly to address ourselves;—and it will 
not improbably appear, on dose consideration, that the readiest, 
surest, and perhaps only possible solution of it is to be found in 
our mode of dealing with the other two. 

And, first, let us clear our way, and diminish our work by 
one preliminary observation: — We are not—-thank God wc 
have never yet been—please God we never shall be—in the 
j) 08 ition in which our French neighbours find themselves every 
four or five years,—that namely, of having to construct a 
constitution wholly afresh; to write u|)on white paper^ to 
create as it were a world out of nothing. Carte blandte is a 
condition happily unknown to our politicians. In the immediate 
case before us our liifiitations both as philosophers and as states¬ 
men arefixed: we have to amend, to engraft, to modify, to curtail 
—not to reconstruct. We may therefore dismiss wholly from 
consideration all those j)roject8 and suggestions which would 
deserve the moMi sedulous and impartial ^examination were wo^ 
called upon to deal ah initio with an infant state, or to framo a 
substitute for some utterly annihilated and unrevivable regime, 

'—all schemes, however ingenious, plausible, profound or Just, 
which presuppose a demolition of the existing framework of our 
polity. Universal suffrage, annual parliaments, the francliise of 
women, and the like, we put aside at once, as changes which, since ’ 
no Legislature will listen to them, it would be idle for us to 
discuss and silly to pronounce upon. The same may be said with 
respect to ‘ Electoral Districts *—a favourite idea with many, and 
one which we discussed fully on a previous occasion; because, 
though we by n^o n^eane wish to decide that the plan may not 
adduce many strong aj^ments in its favour, and that some such 
division (if based not on population, but on area, or on area and 
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poj)i^tioii combined,) might not be found of great indirect bene> 
At ii^liminatiug corrupt and HiUister influenceel—ityetinTolves 
far too wide a departure from our traditional ideas and time- 
honoured arrangements to be seriously and patiently entertained. 
Our sole aim in the following remarks will be to offer such 
small practical assistance as it may be in our power to render to 
our statesmen in the knotty task which lies before them. We 
shall confine ourselves to the really feasible: what it would be 
impossible to parry, we shall hold it useless to suggest. 

■iw f 

In the creation of a House of Commons at the present day, 
theory and jiractioe are somewhat discrepant. In theory, our 
sovereign i8Bues»a writ to certain counties and boroughs, desiring 
them to select from among their residents one, two or more in¬ 
dividuals (Qualified to represent their wants and to advise with 
the monarch and the peers on the government of the realm. In 
practice, certain parties or sections,'having their oWn grievances 
to redress or their own opinions to make good, look out for 
representatives who will serve their purpose, and endeavour to 
secure the election of these representatives various licit or 
illicit means:—or certain politicians, having their own personal 
objects to serve or their own laudable ambition to gratify by a 
seat in Parliament, labour to induce different constituencies to 
return them by persuasives and pressure of varibus sorts—some¬ 
times less honourable than the object they arc designed to 
subserve. The influences and allurements brought to bear upon 
the electors in order to affect their choice are of various kinds, 
—some legitimate, some immoral, some not altogether undue in 
their nature but exercised to an undue degree, some of a nature 
which it is not easy to class peremptorily under any of these 
categories. Sometimes votes are purchased by hard cash,— 

' sometimes they are obtained by the promi^ of a private or a 
Government appointment; sometimes the electoy is cajoled out 
of his suffrage by ‘soft sawder’—sometimes by oratorical flum- 
Tosify —sometimes by dishonourable beer; often votes are 
obtained by fraud—oftener by force; the tenant is pressed by 
the well-founded fear of losing his farm—the workman is 
coerced by the threat of being dismissed from his etoployraeiit 
—the shopman by the dread of losing his custom—the debtor 
by the prospect of being called upon to pay an inconvenient 
debt; the courteous voter is influehced by the wish to obligq a 
neighbour—the poor man by the wish to show respect and 
gratitude to a kind and considerate landj^ordr-tke ignorant man, 
if he is humble, by deference to the argiiinents of those he 
knows to be honest and well-informed—if he is vain and sus- 
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picious, by the represetitations of the infldmtaatofy spouteff.— 
property, ciistom, iiioney, hope, gtatittide, wisdom, virtue, the 
high arts of the statesman, the low arts of the dertiagogne—all 
play their part in the great struggle, all exercise their indiierfoe 
oyer the choice of the hapless elector. To obtain a perfectly 
spontaneous and unbiassed choice, all these extrinsic influences 
ought to be suppressed; but this is at once felt to be impossible, 
even were it desirable; voters will alwaj's be open id cajolery, 
to deception, to interest, to persuasion, to personal affection; 
the notion of meeting these influences has tlifercfore never been 
seriously entertained; — but slmjile bribery or barefaced intimi¬ 
dation,—being so scandalous, so disgraceful and so tipparently 
preventable, — have had legislative tltunderbolts hurled at 
for generations—and hitherto in vain. It appears that electoral* 
corruption Commenced in the teign of Queen Elizabeth; and 
that, beginning with a standing order of the House of Commons 
in 1677, no less than ten distinct Acts (enumerated by Sir “E. 
Wilraot) havO been passed to punish and prevent it, besides a ' 
variety of enactments enumerated by Mr. Elliot regulating the 
mode of judging of elections petitioned against for bribery: — 
with what effect we may learn from the fact that, between 18.33 
and 1853, no less than 323 elections had been petitioned against; 
that of these petitions 82 resulted iri unseating the members for 
corrupt practices; and that at the last general election petitians 
were presented from 76 placet; and that 30 members were un¬ 
seated in consequence*;—and finally, that it has been stated * 
publicly by the most experienced electioneering agents, and is 
commonly believed, that were the law strictly carried Out, and 
the circumstances of every election scrupulously inquired into, 
scarcely a single member could retain his seat. When to these 
facts wc add that several writs have been suspended, and two 
places disfranchised for notorious and inveterate corruption, we 
have said etiough to justify the conclusion that there must hav^ 
been some strange misconception or misdirection in all our pre¬ 
vious efforts to enforce purity of election, and that in ordcri t6 
discover a remedy, we must go rather more deeply than we have 
hitherto done into the analysis of the disorder. Instead, there¬ 
fore,* of professing a pious but unavailing horror at the charge of 
bribery, instead of veiling our faces before it as a thing scarcely 
to be recognised or named, or Imrling against it solemn but tvastc 
and futile enactraeUts, let us look it fairly and coolly in the face, 
an evil and a wrbng beyond question, but still an evil 
natiii^lly incideiltal to and long inwoven into the essence of our 
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representative system—an evil to be renioved if removal is pos¬ 
sible, and, if not, to be mitigated and minimised as we best may; 

a wrong of which the gravamen is, not that it vitiates 
tlifi constitution of the House of Commons, or sends a class of 
men who ought not to be thdre and would not be there under .a 
purer system, but that it makes the process of choosing those 
men an awfully demoralising one to the electors. As ]Mr. 
Carlyle somewhere exhorts Hs readers: ‘ O beloved brother 
‘ blockheads of mankind, let us cease shrieking and begin con- 
‘ sidering!’ 

A few reflections will ^suffice to make clear to us both the 
condition of affairs in wdiich < bribery originates, and the reason 
why all penal enactments have* hitherto proved ineffectual to 
-check it. Why Imve our laws, our menapes, our fines been so 
unavailing and inoperative ? Cf^tainly ndt from any lack either 
of number, of ingenuity, pr of severity. A candidate convicted 
o^ bribery is incapacitated from sitting in the existing Parliament, 
and the career on which he had entered is temporarily or alto¬ 
gether closed to him. A member in whose behalf, without any 
cognisance or participation on - his part, 'bribery has been com¬ 
mitted, even of the most trivial sort and in a single instance, is 
not only unseated but incurs an expense—that is a fine— 
varying from lOOOZ to .SOOO/. Any person found guilty of 
either receiving or ofl'erihg a bribe, is punishable by a €ae of 
5dt)/. with iniprisQnraeirt in default of payratent—half the 
j^enalty to be tho reward of the informer. Yet still the sin 
flourishes unchecked, —public, notorious, and almost avowed : 
— ‘a pestilence that walketh at noon-day.’ Why is this — 
hut*' because the piiblib voice refuses to ratify the statute law ; 
because the broad sense and common feeling of the nation cannot 
1)6 brought—or Ivis not yet been brought — to stigmatise elec¬ 
toral corru})tion as an infamous or ignominious crime; because, 
in the society in which members of Parliament ‘live and move, 
‘ and have their being*,’ the standard of morality regards it as a 
venial offence; beciiusc, in a word, the great tribunal to which 
we are all amenable—the only one whose condemnation we 
really fear and whose sentences we always carry into effect — 
while theoretically frowning on the sin, practically and habitually 
absolves the sinner ? 

And why does it do so ? * It is very true,’ we hear it ob¬ 

jected, * that this scandalous offelice is regarded with the scan- 
‘ dalous leniency you describe; but the ceason is that the law 
‘ has never yet affixed to it the degrading punishment which it 
‘ BO well deserves. Once visit bribery with a penalty which no 
*'ffentleman will dare to encounter—once subject the perpetrator 
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* of it to an indelible disgrace—declare him for ever incapable 

* of serving his sovereign or appearing in public life — once Im- 

* mure him in the common gaol and clothe him in the prison 

‘ dress—and you will have created the moral standard—ryou will 
‘ have formed the public opinion which you need.’—^We entirely 
concede the force of this representation. It is unhappily un¬ 
deniable that the moral sense of most men — Englishmen as 
much as any — is a capricious and unreasonable thing. Their 
code of conscience is in a manner made for them by the world. 
Their principles of virtue and honour are oflien strangely con¬ 
ventional. Sins that public opinion does’ not visit with heavy 
reprobation, and on which the law does not inflict severe 
penalties, become in their eyes either venial sins or no sins at all. 
Perjuries, jobs, and eprruptions which outrage every Christian 
precept and every patriotic duty, are practised by hicn other¬ 
wise respectable and honourable with only the faintest and 
dimmest conception of wrong-doing, till really disagreeable or 
ignominious punishment—richly deserved in the eye of morality 
aiid.long perhaps formlllly assigned by law—is actually inflicted; 
—when the torpid conscience is awakened and an entire change 
of estimate takes place. Wc see and judge ourselves according 
to the mirror which reflects us; and U' that mirror showed us 
clad in dust-coloured flannel, with a disfiguring vizor over our 
face, and weaving in a cell at Pentoriville, doubtless our self- 
condenjnation Would be tremendously severe* But it is difficult 
to look upon anything as very wrong which is habitually done, 
and seldom or leniently punished. The instant, however, that 
a crime or misdemeanour, long connived at and tacitly allowed, 
is steadily, severely, and unsparingly dbalt with by the+ad- 
ministration of justice, its true cliaracter is recognised and 
sealed, and it takes rank henceforth impermissible of¬ 

fences.—But all this is little to the purpose; for this sim[)Io and 
obvious reason — that the very same state of public feeling 
which has hitherto caused bribery to be so leniently dealt with, 
will effectually prevent the infliction of any such savage punish¬ 
ment as those suggested: the same social opinion which has 
rendered inoperative the laws already existing will a fortiori 
forbid the enactment of any still more sweeping and severe. 

Now, public opinion,, though often warped, is seldom wholly 
irrational. Though rarely irreproachable, it has always some 
sound and wholesome instinct' at its foundation. Its acquittals 
and condemnations, though sometimes in defiance both of the 
Church and of the Tiaw, are generally based upon some broad, 
just, simple principle of judgment. Let us see whether this 
may not be so in the case before us. We incline to believe 
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that it is; and we request a calm aud unprejudiced conslderulaon 
for the following remarks^ 

In the iirst place, the great fact tliat lies at the i^oot of bribery, 
a| of all other undue influences brought to bear upon parliament¬ 
ary elections, is this^-^that a seat in the Legislature is an object of 
personal ambition, of earnest desire, on the part of the candidate. 
It is so naturally, it is so honourably and justifiably, it is so 
rationally; it is so perhaps more than rationally. Wc do not 
blame or wonder at the man who aspires to the magistracy, who 
covets and solicits a jwst of dignity and trust under the Govern¬ 
ment, who endeavours to obtain an appointment in the Colonies 
or in the Judicsiture — even though these are accompanied by 
pecuniary remuneration, which a scat in Parliament is not. It 
if a great thing to serve a great country i long may it be so 
regarded. To share in the administration and the legislation 
for an Empire like that of Britain is—no man can deny it—an 
object of laudable desire, of righteous ambition, of legitimate 
exertion, to every man whose i)Oi9ition and capacities fit him for 
public life. Very well: on this objectf he sets his heart; to 
attain this object he is willing to make great efforts, to incur 
mortal annoyances, to undergo much labour, to encounter many 
sacrificos; he binds his whole energies to the task; he is 
naturally yraU ful to all n,ho aid him in his purpose; he contracts 
au unavoidable feeling of fcymj)athy and regard for those who 
fight by his side through an arduous and exciting contebt: he 
feels — he cannot help feeling — he would he a barbarian if he 
did not feel— obliged to those whose support has placed him where 
he so longed to be; ho desires to reward those to whom he owes 
his succcbs; — they have furthered his objects; he naturally 
wishes to further tlieirs. The law forbids him to do this, or to 
promise to do thk: it commands him to confine his gratitude to 
‘ words and becks and wreathed smiles; ’ it says to him, ^you 
' shall show no hospitality to those who are toiling end sweating 

* ill your cause: if you give them a breakfast you shall he un- 

* seated ; if you aie detected in paying their expenses, or ooni- 

* peiisaling them for the day’s wages they have lost, or the 
‘ mischievous cimpty they have incurred in your service, you 
‘ shall be fined and punished.’ — Well! the verdict of public 
opinion will not ratify tliis language of the law: is it wholly 
unreasonable in this refusal ? 

While the election is yet pendiugi the candidate discovers that 
some zealous adherent who—possibly out of pure regard or 
politicid convictions — is wearing out body and soul in his 
service, is harassed by the demand for payment of some trifling 
debt, or has a respectable son whom he wants to place in the 
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Excise Dep^rtmejit or the Post Office; —isiexo very guilty, 
80 . very unworthy of the society of gentlemen, if lie privately 
pays the debt, or lends his supporter 5/. to pay it, or applies 
through an influential quarter for the humble appointment, — 
and thus does something, which is very easy, for the voter or 
committeeman wh& ip doing so much, which is very toilsome 
and disagreeable, for him ? Yet this is bribery; the law for¬ 
bids it— must forbid i|;: but can we wonder that public feeling 
lags behind the law ? 

After an election in which you have been the winning candi¬ 
date —after a hot contest which has terminated in placing you 
on a pinnacle whence you see .dl the kingdom of your loftiest 
hopes spread out before you — a poor but most energetic and 
effectual supporter, to whom perhaps you owe in a great 
measure your success, comes to you and says: * Sir, in con- 
^ sequence of my exertions on your behalf, a loan which was all 
‘ important to me has been suddenly called in; or my landlord 
‘ has given me notice to quit; or my employer has peremptorily 
‘ dismissed me, and my family is destitute: — I helped you: 

‘ will you not help me?' Can you, ought you, to refuse? Yet 
if you aid him by^a loan, relieve him by a gift, or procure or 
promise him a place, and if your doing so can be in any way 
connected by adequate evidence with what you cannot deny to 
have been its real cause and antecedent, viz. his support of you; 
and if you do, this within the specified limitation of time; —^iid 
still more if in anticipation of such pressure you had previously 
given hiiiv any hopes that you would do this; — you are guilty 
of corruption in the eye the law. You may manage the 
arrangement skilfully so as not to be found out; or yo 4 may 
manage it so clumsily as to bring yourseM’ within the fangs of 
justice; but the offence is essentially the same. And the broad 
fact remains that, in all these cases, and in a dozen others tbat 
might be specified, and tliat will occur to the recollection of all 
who arc experienced in such matters, the law' forbids you to do 
that which your sense of gratitude, your feelings of humanity, 
your 8cntimenrt;s of justice, your instinct as a »gentleinan, dl 
insist upon your doing. And the law, if it is not to be a mere 
mockery, must forbid all these things: it must guard every 
point; it must denounce every disguise under which the offence 
might creep in. Yet we feci all the while, irresistibly though 
indistinctly, that, if this be the law, the law' cannpt bf right—if 
this be corruption, some forms of corruption at least canpot- be 
so very wrong. And public opinion demuBs when it ie called 
upon to stigmatise and degrade a man for doing that which he 
would be held shabby, faithless and ungrateful ^ he did not do. 
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Secondly. There is no doubt a kind of bribery—systematic, 
profligate, and shameless—in condemnation of which public 
sentiment will re-echo all the denunciations of public law. 
Where electors have conscientious political convictions, but are 
placed by their jioferty within the temptation to deny and 
betray them, and where they are sought out, urged, and beset 
by the pertinacious offer of money or money’s worth to strain 
their consciences, and to violate their trust—where virtue is 
tampered with, and genuine honesty besieged into Surrender— 
the law might be as severe as it pleased, and the general con¬ 
science would sanction its severity—at least against the 
seducers, if not against their victims. There is also, no doubt, 
a class of professional offenders to be crushed and branded as a 
jaiblic pestilence—men who have reduced electoral corruption 
to a system and a science—who poison wholesome and hitherto 
untainted constituencies—and contract for iniquity by the job. 
For agents of this sort, who have neither the elector’s pica of 
poverty nor the candidates’ palliation of ambition, we have no 
rleraeney in reserve. But unhappily the law cannot distinguish 
bet-ween ottcnces and offenders of this deep dye, and those 
whiter ones of which wn have before spoken. It must menace 
all alike; it must be comprehensive and minute; it must 
prohibit equally that bribery for wliieh there is every excuse, 
and^ that for which there is none: it must include within 
its definitions that undtntood gratitude for electoral support 
at which purity itself can scarcely frown, am| tljat open 
purchase of reluctant votes which the moat lax profligacy 
would not dream of defending. Otherwise the wolf would 
inevitably creep into the fold under the sheep's clothing; the 
heinous crime would l)e perpetrated under the disguise of the 
harmless and natural transaction. But the public instiuct draws 
a broad distinction between the two, and refuses to confound 
them in one common detestation. Any amount of treating or 
compensation for lost time has been pronounced to be corruption 
by “recent decisions. But when a wealthy gentleman, or a zeal¬ 
ous politician^ says to his poorer neighbours, oh whom a low 
qualification or the accident of birth may have conferred the 
franchise: ‘ Come and breakfast with me, and I will take you 
‘ to thfe poll, and we will then come back and drink together to 
‘ the Success of “our man —we find it impossible to recog¬ 
nise any moral depravity in the transaction, though fully 
admitting that fraud and danger maylmk under it. Again; 
the poor elector, ill the ccunty generally and often in the town, 
cannot in practice give his Vote without the loss of a day’s wages 
which often he can ill a ’ord/and for his family’s sake perhaps 
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ought not to encounter. It ie unsaCe no doubts and might open 
the door to too much corruption, w«re we to admit and legalise 
the plea; but the plea zV, or may a valid and an honest one ; 
audit is impossible to say that the candidate or the friendly 
politician, who admits .it and acts upon itj cTcmamits an infamous 
or criminal offence, or ought to be, or will ever by pul>lic senti¬ 
ment be permitted to be, visited with an ignon^iniou^s or degrad¬ 
ing penalty. truth thus again recurs upon us, that, in all 

attempts to prohibit bribery positive enactment, you mi^st 
forbid and punish tran^fictions >vhich the common conscience i^f 
■mankind will not recognise as wrong. Public oi)iuion, and the Inw 
Avhich ought to be its exponent, and of which it ought to be the 
executor, ratificr, and guarantee, are obstinately at variance. » 

In the third place, it is generally recognised that there are 
some cases of even open and undisguised bribery—and these 
the most common of all — in which the olfcucc, indefensible as 
it undoubtedly still is, will not by the general judgment of 
mankind be pronounced as heinous in teality as it is in theory. 
The corruptible part of. each constituency is generally a section 
by itself. It consists, in an overwhelming propc^tion, of men 
already known, stigmatised and counted upon; of men whosc- 
votes have always been in their eyes a private property to be 
sold—not a public trust to be exercised; of men who have no 
political convictions and scarcely any personal predilections. 
On the day of election they cluster in particular localises 
waiting till jtowardsjj, the close of the poll, to see whether 
they arc ^wajttcdj’ and what is the highest price they can extort 
from needy and hard-pressed candidate^ f^uch are the ‘ Long¬ 
shore’ men of London: such are numbers of the freemen of 
Liverpool. Spmetimes the election is d^ided without them: 
they are not i:«quired, o/ demand too high a p^’ice for their 
services. But in any case and at all times they are merct con- 
dotticri —mercenaries wholly indifferent to either caus^— 
‘labourers worthy of their hire’—men who would never^dreapi 
of voting on any side without an adequate ‘ consideration,’ aiid 
Avhosc utmost preference’or predilection never stretches furtljcr 
than perhaps accepting a few shillings less from a populai*“tbaii 
an unpopular candidate.^ ®Now, whatever law and principle 

-«-—:-p-«-;;- St - 

* We have heard of cases somewhat different from these, 
coming under the same classification, of voters wj^ose principles jnexe 
fixed, and who never swerved from them, but who thought then^^elves 
cheated, and ill-used if they did not receive fiv^ shillings from t1ie 
candidate they supjjprte^—nay, who i|y,sisted on their r^gulftr fee, 
wliether there was a contest or not, and who coi^d not be ^rougbt to 
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may say, common sense and common justice revolt from visiting 
with the same degree or sort of moral reprobation, or of penal 
infliction, the senator who has bribed sincere and earnest 
political partisans to vote against their conscience, and the 
senator who has merely purchased voters of the class we are 
describing, who have no political conscience at all. There is a 
diflTercnce, and a wide difierence, between the guilt of the two 
transactions: the same difference tliat exists between the man 
who avails Ifimself of the rcaJtly complaisance of the woman 
whose 'person has been long on sale, and the man who under¬ 
mines and destroys the virtue of the innocent and unstained 
girl;, between him who ‘ causes one of those little ones to 
offend,’ and him who merely profits by the proffered services 
of the hardened criminal; bctw'pn him who seduces an lionest 
soldier from his allegiance to ,Jns country or his standard, and 
him who simply bargains for the support of mercenary troops. 
Thcr§ cfui be no doubt that the transaction in question is re¬ 
prehensible ; there cans be no doubt that it is,.one which a high 
and })urc-minded patriot will decline there can bo no doubt 
that he who dabbles in such things is practising and sanctioning 
what must be designated as corruption; but the sophistry which 
is so loquacious, so ingenious, and so readily listened to during 
the excitement of election contests is not slow to wdiispcr that, 
whereas tlio sin of the man who corrupts an honest voter by a 
mfeney bribCi must lie heavy on his conscience, and lies on his 
alone, tlie sin of the man who only purQjiascs the notoriously 
and inveterately venal, must be shared in a libeiul proportion 
with the constitution which invested such men With the franchise, 
and the parliament whf^h, in spite -of experience, w'arning, and 
remonstrance, has pjgrsistcd in retaining ithem on the Register. 
If you continue to give vot^s men \yho will vote only from 
pecuniary in'&uccments—who have no other conception of the 
suffrage than is a property wdiich bears a market value once in 
every four or five years—^it is idle^to expect that others should 
abstain :^*om offering them those inducements—should refuse to 
give, for that which they want, that %r which alone it will be 
bartered. Such palliative rctisoning is sophistry doubt: but it 
is sophistry which finds sojeady ^ln <^ho in every man’s breast, 
that iiyc cannot be surprised that the public should Recline to visit 
--- i - 4 -i__ 

sea the iwproprifety pf the transaction. On« witness gave in evidence 
wjfSre the Peterborough Election Committee, that he applied in 
all confidence for the ‘ crown ’ habitually given to voters, though lie 
had voted against flic candidate of the noble E|rl who was supposed 
to be the furnisher of the stid ‘ crowns.* ’< 
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with severe or degrading penalties the candidate who listens to 
it in moments of over-mastering temptation. 

Again: there are certain recollections which naturally enough 
dispose all admirers of our representative system, and especially 
those who are cognisant of some of the routine details of its 
operation, to pause before they join in the present vehement 
denunciations of all undue electoral influences. They can 
scarcely disguise from themselves that some such influences— 
ill some such mitigated shape at least as it is not easy by any- 
clear definition to distinguish from virtual corruption—are in- 
herent in and apiiarently inseparable from the system on which 
parliamentary government is carried on. The Ministry has, as 
is well known, in this country, as in every other, a vast number 
of places at its disposal. There .arc appointments in the Post 
Office, in the Police and Consular Departments, in the Customs' 
and Inland Revenue, and in other branches of administration, 
ill tlie gift of the various,chief officers of the State. Wo have, 
also, as is well known, a Minister of high, position and emolument 
—a Secretary of the Treasury, a recognised yuhlic junctionary 
—whose special and avowed business it is to look after the 
distribution of th^ subordinate patronage of the Government, 
amounting to about 450 appointments annually; the ♦■majority 
of which are petty offices in the Revenue departments. To him 
applications are made: through him most business^bf this sort 
is transacted. Of course, Jn theory and by right, the distri¬ 
bution of this largo patronage ought to be determined by merit 
and competency a!^ne; it should be the business of this Secretary 
of tlie Treasury, not only to investigate the qualification df every 
candidate for every appointifient, but to search^out and select the 
fittest man who ..can be found. Jn the higher appointments 
some ajiproacb to thisds made^ in the mass of cases it is of ^ 
course impossible. I'hc greatpr number of the jilacCs require 
no special qualifica^ons in tjiose who arc to fill them : fifty or 
sixty men may be wishing for them, one as fit as another. In 
what manner then are these numerous appointments distributed ? 
Naturally enough, and inevitably though ^lot avowtdly, with 
reference to* parliamentary sjipport. For example; appoint¬ 
ments to county post offifees arc offered to the county member 
who supports the Government;^and he disttibutefe them directly 
or mediately among those constituents wfio have supported him. 

A constituent wants a ^ace in the E,^isc or 4;hc Police for his 
son: he applies to the member for whom he voted; the 
member goes to the Secretary of the Treasury and asks for the* 
place; and the Secreftary—distracted between numberless 
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applications—obliges him if he csan.* Or, probably, in the 
course of a long canvass the member has become acquainted 
with the wants and wishes of his most energetic supporters, as 
regards the advancement of their family or their own little 
ambitions, and he is naturally glad of an opportunity of obliging 
them. If, therefore, he be of the same way* of thinking with 
the party in power, and if he generally votes with them, 
he naturally claims from the Secretary of the Treasury his share 
in the public patronage. But does the simple public suppose 
that this claim is ever preferred by the opponents of the Govern¬ 
ment ? that these applications are habitually made by electors 
who liave voted against the sitting member ? By no means, or 
rarely. If a hostile constituent came to his representative on 
such an errand, it would naturally be inferred that he intended 
to vote for him at the next election. If an opposition meaiber 
applied to the Secretary of the Treasury for a place for one of 
his supporters, that astute gentleman would promise the place 
at once-^accepting the application as a delicate intimation that 
the recusant senator was beginning to see the error of his ways. 
All tins is perfectly Avell understood; it is understood that the 
ordinary patronage of the Government will be distributed accord¬ 
ing to the recommendations of the parliamentary supporters of 
'that Govci;nincnt; and it is understood that these recommend¬ 
ations will he given on behalf of those electors * who ‘have voted 
* right.’ This is not corruption, perhaps; but it is distributing 
patronage not according to merit but according to interest— 
and tacitly proclaiming that patronage will be so distributed— 
conduct, which it would require |i subtle logician to exclude 
from any intelligible definition of ^corruption. It is true that 
the Secretary must not promise to give placca in exchange for 
parliamentary support; but ifr is understood that he reserves 
them only for supjmrters: it is t?ue a candidate must not promise 
to exercise his influence with the SecretSjpy in favour of those 
who«vote for him; but it is known that he will so restrict his 
influence; and between a tacit undemtanding, a significant nod, 

'-- 3 -^- 

*» Observe j we do not say, for we do not think, that Government 
has too many of such places lat its disposal. We do not say that these 
places can be called jobs, or patronage, in the sense of,being overpaid; 
oft the contrary we beliCVe that tli% are generally underpaid. AVe do 
not say that the country not get full value received ’ for every 
one of these appointments; on the contrary, we conceive that the 
Country is a hard task master, and a shabby paymaster. But the fact 
remains, that, valuable or not, these appointments are sought^ and are 
distributed mainly among the political supporters of the Ministry fur 
the time being. < , * 
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and an open promise, the distinction is not so vast or marked 
that the one is permissible, avow able and just, and the other 
iniquitous, penal, and degrading. The public conscience—-which 
looks at such things broadly and not technically—according to 
intrinsic character, not according to .conventional rules— 
obstinately refuses to create a ‘great gulf’ between tfie two. 
Hence it was tliat the House of Commons refused to order the 
Attorney-general to prosecute Sir Frederick Smith for promising 
a ])lace in the Post Office to an ehsetor. Members felt that they 
could not decently consign a man to conviction and punishment, 
for doing that incautiously which they themselves had often done 
virtually —for promising to do that which every one of them 
had done repeatedly without ])romising—for giving a distinct 
])lcdge when they, like men of sense smd CJiution, had contented 
themselves with a tacit understanding. Observe: we do not mean 
to argue that it is not sinful as well as illegal to purchase a 
man’s vote by the promise of a place; or that there is not a vital 
and a wide distinction between promising a place to an elector 
beforehand, in order to induce him to vote for you, and procur¬ 
ing it for him subsequently, because he has voted for you; but 
we do say that Englishmen will never consent to visit a man 
with severe condemnation or ignominious punishment for having 
done the one, while they acquit, honour, and obey the men who 
hsibitually do*the other. In the one case I go to the Secretar'^ 
of the Treasury to solicit an appointment for a man who has 
supported me—this being a daily, recognised, expected, and well- 
understood proceeding : in the other case I commit an unneces¬ 
sary folly, and promise him that 1 will do this, if he supports 
meit cannot be that in the former case I am an honourable 
and stainless senator, and in the other a corrupt and infamous 
criminal. If I have bribed the man to vote against his con- 
sciencey by the expectation of a place, 1 have been very guilty, 
whether I made a direct promise, or merely allowed him to 
argue from the habitual rule to his own individual case ; but if 
I have only gratified a conscientious supporter, I cannot be very 
deverely condemned, even if I have been so gratuitously impru- 
sent and illegal as to pledge myself beforehand that I would so 
gratify him. This, at least, will be the general judgment of the 
public; and therefore we say that, so long as you have a recog¬ 
nised and highly paid Minister, whose business it is to distribute 
Government Patronage according to the requests and recom¬ 
mendations of Government supporters; and so long as it is the , 
recognised and uncondemnablc custom for Members of Parlia¬ 
ment to exercise these recommendations on behalf of- their 
friendly constituents almost exclusively, the I'eeling of the 
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countocy will not bear you out in visiting heavily a species of* 
electoral corruption which only differs from this recognised and 
avowed system of patronage distribution, by promising to do 
that in the individual case which, without a promise, it is known 
w'll be done as the habitual rule. The distinction is admitted 
to DC a* real one; but it is not broad enough for the vast con¬ 
sequences you would deduce from it. 

In truth, the practice which really constitutes the essence of 
electoral corruption—namely, the barter, direct or circuitous, of a 
vote fora * consideration’—the explicit or understood agreement 
between the elector and the elected that the ‘ good things ’ in 
the gift of the latter shall be distributed among the former — 
that I will gratify those who support me — is too general and 
constant in England to excite that degree of moral reprobation 
with which ^perhaps, if we judge these matters by a scrupulously 
righteous standard, it ought to bo regarded. Senatorial siuiiei’s 
are ke})t in countenance by others. Take the case of the East 
India Directors. Their position is at least as responsible as that 
of Members of Parliament, and their influence for good or 
evil far greater. They are in name, and to a great extent in 
fact, the governors of a mighty Empire. They initiate, if they 
do not finally decide, the policy on which hang the destinies of 
1QP,000,00() of people, liightly viewed, their post is one 
jvhich. carries with it' the most awfully solemu obligations. 
They have the appointment of all the subordinate oflicers w'ho 
administer justice and revenue over a vast extent of territory, 
and each of whom has an appalling power of producing the 
happiness or misery of many thousands of the natives wdio are 
subject to his rule. Every man chosen for the direction should 
feel that he has undertaken a trust which can only be duly 
fulfilled by a union of the most careful diligence with the 
strictest conscientiousness, and that he is bound by every con¬ 
sideration of duty and benevolence to consult merit alone in the 
appointment of those to whom he delegates so wide and despotic 
a jurisdiction, and to confer his writerships and cadetships on 
the best and most .promising young men he can select, unbiassed 
cither by fear or favour. Every shareholder, too, should feci 
at least as strongly as Ptirliamentary Electors, when called upon 
to choose a director who is to execute so mighty an office, that 
no private consideration, no regard for the prospects of this son 
or that nephew, can be permitted to warp his decision, or to 
guide his vote towards any but the most competent and honour¬ 
able candidate. Yet what is the fact. Directors can only 
obtain a seat at the Board after years of painful and igno¬ 
minious canvass; it is not only notorious but avowed that, in 
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man 3 r cases, personal motives exclusively decide the contest; and 
the fittest and most experiencetfe public' servants are frequently 
rejected to make way for the nominees of bankers and influential 
merchants. But this is not all, nor the worst; in the course of 
their canvass for a seat in the Direction, the candidates have 
generally to purchase votes or influence by the (tacit)' promise 
of appointments, so that when they arrive at the envied honour, 
they often find that their patronage—vast as it is-*-is virtually 
mortgaged for many years to come. There is no secret about 
this: it has been made the subject of bitter complaint both by 
the Directors and the friends of India;—still, it is done syste¬ 
matically ; is done publicly; it has been done long;—yet little 
blame is showered upon the shareholders, and no ignominy is felt 
to attach to the Directors. And no one, wq opine, can firetend 
to discover any valid distinction between their case and that of 
Parliamentary candidates and l*arliamentary electors who barter 
patronage and votes,— unless indeed wc hold that India is the 
private patrimony of the East India Coiqpany, — to be mal¬ 
treated and mismanaged as they will. How then can we 
ex|5ect that public opinion which exonerates the one should se¬ 
verely stigmatise the other? 

Another consideration, .also. Inevitably withholds public sen¬ 
timent from sanctioning the enactment of any very stringent 
laws against bribery at elections, — or at least the rigoroijs 
execution of such laws,—the consideration, namely, that these 
laws can only strike the least guilty ; that they catch the smaller 
otfendera and let the more heinous ones go free; that they xmnish 
the poor and the clumsy, but allow the rich and the ingenious to 
escape; — a result which is revolting to the good feeling of 
Englishmen and their strong sense of justice and love of fair 
play. The labouring man who accejits 5s. as a compensation 
for the loss of his day’s work, which was worth probably only 
two; the indigent artisan who, with a large fimiily and scanty 
earnings, cannot refuse the ofler of a 61. note-—‘ whose jioverty, 

‘ but not his will consents; ’ the venal freeman, who has never 
beep taught any notions of jmhlic duty, who has no [loiitical 
opinions at all, and whose ‘ jirice ’ is a matter of course; the 
thirsty or hungry jiloughman who is glad enough to eat for a 
day at another man’s expense, — these may be easily exposed 
and punished. Even the subordinate employers, who do the 
direct dirty work of distributing head-money, may often be 
detected. But the principal agent—the professional man — he 
who organises the system of corruption and reduces bribery to 
a science — he jrho arranges the whole jjlan by which the 
constituency is to be depraved and its voice falsified and 
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annulled—the real and the very guilty offender—can never be 
tracked home and seized, if liff' be skilful in his subterraneaii 
craft and judicious in the scdcction of his tools. You may 
occasionally, though rarely, catch a Morgan; but a ‘ W. B.’ 
or the agent who furnishes the money according to ‘ W. B.’s ’ 
directions, cannot in one case out of a hundred be laid hold of. 
And the candidate — not always indeed the chief promoter of 
bribery, but certainly the one who chiefly profits by it, — is 
studiously kept in ignorance of all illicit transactions, and in 
real truth is seldom made aware of their occurrence except by 
the presentation of his bills some months after the election. 
Then there are cases, of constant occurrence, thoijgh of rare 
publicity, in which not the poor and ignorant but the wealthy 
and educated are copcerned,— where electoral influence is made 
the means of^obtaining a place or of bargaining for a baronetcy, 
— when a ‘respectable’ citizen, who can command the dozen 
votes which turn the election, desires a consular appointment 
for a son whom it is coilVenient to expatriate, and, if his 
candidate is a ministerialist, is sure to obtain it, — where a 
certain sum is siibscribed from ‘friendly zeal’ to the expenvses of 
a contest, and the subscriber receives out of ‘natural gratitude’ 
an empty honour on which he had long set his heart. These 
are cases of bribery which the law cannot reach, because no 
e¥idence of the transaction is ever allowed to exist or to 
transpire: the juxtaposition of the two facts is all that is known 
(if even this): their connexion it is impossible to prove. — 
Again: take such a case as that laid opened by the second 
Report of the Rye Committee, where a Mr. Jeremiah Smith, 
friend and agent of the habitual member, had for twenty years 
kept a large number of the electors under the irre'^istible 
influence of chronic loans.* It is impossible to say to a bene¬ 
volent man, because he happens to bg a professional lawyer or an 
ardent politician, ‘ You shall never accommodate a needy elector 
‘ with a loan.’ Nor can you prevent him from asking for the 
interest or demanding repayment of the principal at an incon¬ 
venient time, because that time happens to be the eve of an 
election. Nor can you prevent him from enforcing his legal 
claim, because his debtor is or intends to be a political opponent. 
Nor can you forbid him mercifully to forego or to postpone that 
claim, if his debtor makes friends with him by tacitly consenting 
to withdraw his opposition. You cannot prevent mutuaUy will¬ 
ing parties from coming to a mutual understanding. *—Yet what 

* You cannot prevent a political landlord from^letting to a coni' 
plaisant elector for 10/. a house that is worth 18/. 
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conceivable system of corruption can be so fatal, so irresistible, 
so oppressive, so degrading ai^ this ? Mere bribery by a 51, 
note sinks into innocence and harmlessness in comparison. A 
law, therefore, which severely visited the one because it could 
reach it, and gave impunity to the other because it could notj 
would be too inequitable to be sanctioned or enforced. 

Again; the English public, in its feeling with regard to 
bribery, is much swayed by reflections which have been^tlius 
stated, and which, it must be admitted, are not without some 
weight. ‘Bribery—bad as it is—is only one of scveralTtjad 
‘ influences which infest and vitiate electoral returns; it ier by 
‘ no means certain that it is the lowest, the most fatal, or the 
‘ most corrupting; it is in some measure an antagonist ttj 
‘ others; and if it be destroyed, and no other purifying or pro- , 
‘ tccting steps he taken^ it is far from certain that we shall have 
‘ mended matters by our interference. We shall have i)araiyBcd 
‘ the influence of the purse which, bad as it is, is sometimes 
‘ placed in good hands and wiekled in a good cause; but we 
‘ shall have left rampant, triumphant,’^ and unbalanced, the 
‘ influence of the landlord, who can coerce by a threat of ejcc- 
‘ tion from his farm,—the influence of the attorney, who has a 
‘ thousand ways (most formidable to the poor and ignorant) of 
‘ compelling compliance with his wishes,—the influence of the 
‘ employer, who can menace an unmanageable voter with^ the 
‘ loss of work and wages,—the influence of the demagogue, wlio 
‘ can corrupt a constituency wholesale by an appeal to their 
‘ lowest passions and their meanest interests,—the influence 
‘ of the customer, whether elector or non-elector, who bullies 
‘ and perhaps ruins, by the weapon of “ exclusive dealing,”— 

* and the influence of the local jobber, who bribes by a promise 
‘ to consider, not the well-being of the emiiirc, but the pros- 
‘ perity of ” Sunderland” alone. 

* A politician of the last generation used to say, that “ the 
‘ “ custom of bribery was among the greatest proofs andinstanccs 
‘ “ of our individual liberties: that the very fact of having to 
‘ “ purchase a man’s vote showed that you could not take it.” 
‘Now, without going so far as this, and not wishing to settle 
‘ questions of degree and precedence between rival iniquities, 

‘ we think it can scarcely be denied that more wrong is done, 

‘ and more damage inflicted by intimidation than by bribery; 

‘ that a man who is bullied or coerced into voting against his 
‘ wishes is lower in the scale of degradation than a man who 
‘does the same thing for an adequate “consideration;” and 
‘ that a man who offers a poor elector a price for his support 
‘ which is agreed upon between them, shows at least a greater 
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‘ sense of decency—imperfect and mutilated as it is—than 
‘ a man who compels him to yield that support for nothing. 
‘ The one bargains, the other robs. Nearly the same thing 
‘ may be said of all the other corrupt and illicit influences: 
‘ they are all degrading to the constituent who submits to them, 

* and all sinful in the partisan Avho exercises them; but the 
‘ less they bear the character of contract^ and the more they par- 

* take the character of unjust, insolent, and cruel 'preemre^ the 
‘ more outrageous and wicked do they seem. 

* It is foreseen, too, that when plain and simple bribery has 

* been cured or reduced within the scantiest limits, we should 
‘ have to l»e doubly on our guard against the increase of a dif- 
‘ ferent, and a-subtler, and perhaps in effect a more noxious 

* species of corrujition. If corrupt and low-minded voters still 
‘ ret^^in the franchise, they will still seek to sell their votes, 
‘ though they will have to look for payment in a different coin. 

‘ If candidates are not more stern and lofty in their integrity 
‘ than heretofore, they will be exposed td tcmptjitions of another 
‘ sort, even more difficult to resist, more easy to conceal from 
‘ the world, and more easy to palliate to their own consciences. 

‘ If they may not any longer open their purses to gratify the 
‘ inferior class of electors, they will be expected to warp their 
‘ principles to suit them. They will be urged to purchase votes 
‘ asJ)efore,—and to purchase them at a far higher and more 
‘ fatal price. They will be pressed, and often, we fear, induced, 

‘ to lower their political creed, to modify and impair their 

* genuine opinions, to “ file their mind ” (as Shakspearc hatli 
‘ it), to profess views they do not hold, to give pledges they 
‘ cannot redeem, in order to obtain the suffrages of men to 
‘ whom the suffrage ought never to have been vouchsafed. 

‘ Now, if you ham a purchaseablo and corrupt constituency, it 
‘ is difficult to maintain that—being placed between the two 

* alternatives—a greater sin is not committed, and a greater 
‘ evil done by degrading your opinions to a low standard, and 
‘ warping them to a bad one, than by the most lavish pecu- 
‘ niary bribes;—that, in a word, it is not worse to purchase 

* venal votes by the sacrifice of your truth than by the offer of 
‘ your money. In both cases guilt has been incurred, and cor- 
‘ ruption has been sanctioned and practised; but, in the former 
‘ case the candidate comes into Parliament with damaged prib- 
‘ ciples and fettered freedom, and, in the latter case only with 
‘ an emptied purse. In the former case he has forfeited, in the 
‘ latter ho has purchased, the power of voting according to his 
‘ own convictions. 

‘ The truth is—and it is of no use to blink or deny a fact 



1853. Parliamentary Pur^caiion, 567 

\ 

‘ which, most assuredly, we have no wish to justify—that 
‘ bribery has often enabled senator of sound political prin- 
‘ ciples and high character and capacity to be returned by a 

* constituency notoriously bad, and incapable of choosing him 
' on the ground of his merit or his fitness,—and to be returned 
' in unfettered independence. Corruption has thus often stepped 
‘ in to prevent the mischief which would otherwise have been 
‘ inflicted on the legislature and the country by the choice of a 
‘ corrupt borough. It has mrtially averted the bad consc- 
‘ quences of having such bad electoral l)odics. Ifi therefore, 
‘ you extinguish bribery, and yet leave the bribeable consti- 
‘ tuencica, you'havo effected only a questionable and imperfect 
‘ good, l-f representation is still given to places filled with low 
‘ and ignorant democratic voters, wholly undcwsorving of the 

* franchise, and incompetent by character and education from 
‘ exercising it for their country’s good,—while at the same time 
‘all 2 )ecuniary influence is succcsstully excluded, — they will 

* naturally ])refer low deinsigogic candidates as members. Such 
‘ places will always vote for the wrong men, unless jiaid to vote 
‘ for the right ones.’ 

Now without wishing to indorse the above considerations as 
altogether sound, we cannot be surprised that they, in addition 
to tlie other indisputable facts which we have adduced, should 
have indisposed the more reflecting among the puldic to yrcss 
with stringent and exclusive severity upon the crime of electoral 
corruption, and should have brought us to the conclusion at 
which we confess that, after much iierplcxity and witli great 
reluctance, we have arrived; — viz. that it is hopeless to extin¬ 
guish bribery by direct penal enactments; that in framing such 
you cannot avoid confounding acts which are scarcely blaineablc 
with others which arc scandalously wicked; that you can strike 
only the least injurious, insidious, and flagrant cases of corrui^-^ 
tion; and therefore that the public feeling—without the concur¬ 
rence of which law is but a dead letter—will never sanction 
severity in the administration of a justice so indiscriminate and 
yet so i)artial. We must look for a mitigation or a cure, tlicre- 
fore, not in the multiplication or in the augmented stringency 
of statutes against bribery and treating, but iu circuitous aption 
and indirect arrangements in legislation, calculated to eradicate 
causes, and lessen facilities—in movements calculated as it wore 
to turn the enemy’s flank. 

For the reasons above alleged, we see no value in the plan 
suggested in two of the pamphlets placed at the head of this 
Article. Starting from the assumptions, which we readily concede, 
that the chief guilt of corruption lies at the door of the offerer, 
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not of the acceptors, Of a bribe,—that if there were no money, 
there would be no bribery, and that the money spent in bribery 
comes in nine cases out of ten out of the pocket of the candidate, 
— the promulgators of these well-meant schemes propose that 
each candidate, whether successful or otherwise, should on the 
meeting of Parliament present to the Speaker a schedule of his 
election expenses, sw'caring or affirming on his honour such 
schedule to be correct and complete, and declaring moreover, 
that he neither has paid nor will pay, a farthing beyond the sum 
there set down;/a sum which is required to fall within a fixed 
maximum, say 500/. It is alleged that such a plan would be 
perfectly effectual; inasmuch as any one making a false return, 
or violating his' solemn declaration, would at once lose caste as 
a gentleman; and that, though few of the 658 senators now he¬ 
sitate at ail forms and disguises of electoral corruption, none of 
them will tell a deliberate lie, or break a public engagement 
entered into on his word of honour. — In the first place, wc 
believe it would beutterly impossible to pass such enactment: 
in the second place, wc believe that if passed it would be vir¬ 
tually inoperative. Neither the general feeling of the public, 
nor the moral sense of members, would bear it out. Candi¬ 
dates seldom know, or can know, how their money is spent; 
they are entirely occupied with cai^^sing and haranguing, 
and^all the business part of the transaction is necessarily 
done by others. They could not therefore make out such a 
schedule of their own knowledge : they would merely indorse a 
statement presented to them by their agents,—which, of course, 
care would be taken to render strictly presentable. Then, though 
public opinion peremptorily forbids a gentleman to tell a lie, or 
to swear falsely, or to break a promise, it forbids with equal pre- 
reinptoriness a gentleman to shirk the payment of his debts* 
The money would still be spent; the debts would still be in¬ 
curred ; and if the law compelled the candidate to declare that 
he had not paid, and Avould not pay a farthing, beyond the 
amount he had officially presented, i. e. that he would not pay his 
debts ,—we may be perfectly certain that some ingenious and 
indefeasible means would be found of evading and outflanking the 
law. Either the surplus money would bo advanced by others, 
and would filter back to them in some mysterious and subter¬ 
ranean manner, or public opinion would justify the candidate in 
making false declarations — in taking the prescribed oath in * a 


** Another objection to this scheme is, that it could, only reach the 
move common and open cases of corruption—mere bribery and treat¬ 
ing in money and meat. 
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non-natural ’ or ‘Pickwickian ’ sense, or with some mental re¬ 
servation. In any case we are certain that the debts would be 
paid, because it would be ungentlemanly not to pay them; and 
the only thing we should have gained by our stringent enact¬ 
ment would be, that we should have made falsehood, under 
certain circumstances, a recognised and therefore a permitted 
necessity; we should have added another to the fatal list of ex¬ 
ceptional cases, in which gentlemen may say what is not true 
without losing caste. For, sad as it may be, it is impossible to 
fieny that there are such cases. What member of the University 
of Oxford loses caste by fakin'^ oaths which he has never kept, 
can never keep, and has not the slightest idea of keeping ? What 
'dergyman loses caste by declaring his entire and unreserved 
belief in thirty-nine articles, of which he only believes twenty- 
seven? Under the old system of Election Committees, what 
senator was scouted out of society as * no gentleman,’ for vio¬ 
lating his oath ‘to decide according to the evidence,’ and deciding 
according to his politics instead? What juryman was disho¬ 
noured in the olden time for violating truth, in order to take a 
criminal from under a capital conviction ? Or finally, in that pro¬ 
fession which is supposed to be the soul of honour, what officer 
was ever degraded at mess for doing what every officer did — 
making a false dcclaratioti as to the sum which he had paid or 
received for his commission? In all these cases, as in thc^one 
which it is proposed to add to them, the question is, not wfiicther 
the statement to be made is a He or not — but whether it is a lie 
so necessary, usual, and understood, that public opinion will 
warrant you in telling it. As we have all along been arguing, 
it is in vain to enact a law of which the general conscience of 
society will not sanction the execution. 

Another scheme for the diminution of bribery, on which some 
parties build sanguine hopes, is the prohibition of professional 
agency. We believe such a measure would be wholly* in¬ 
operative. ^ is quite true that a great proportion of the 
corrupt elechons are managed by means of experienced agents, 
who are often attoriiies. But how are you to prevent agency ? 
You may, indeed, forbid avowed agents—publicly accredited 
agents. But you cannot prevent zealous votaries and skilful 
friends from acting as agents. It would be unbearable tyranny 
if you could. You cannot prevent candidates from employing 
such friends—from reposing confidence in them—from tacitly 
acknowledging their proceedings. You cannot distinguish 
between an understood and a recognised agent. All committee¬ 
men are agents; the chairman of the committee is generally the 
most active agent. Arc you to prohibit committees? Who 
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then will do the material Avork—who superintend the needful 
arrangements of an election ? For it is idle to suppose that Ave 
are arrived at that state when a theory will work of itself. 
And hoAv are you to enact that no agent or committee-man 
shall be a professional man ? Is the candidate to have ho legal 
adviser? or is an attorney to be prohibited from taking any 
interest in an election ? And if not, how are you to limit this 
interest to desire for the success of the candidate —cutting off* 
all consideration for the Hient t The plain truth is, that in all 
riiese attempts to forbid what will be done, you are entering on 
a struggle with necessities, in which you cannot fail to be 
baffled and outmanoeuvred. We recommend, therefore, that all 
endeavours to meet our gigantic foe directly in the face, by 
positive prohibitory enactments, be at once abandoned as futile 
and mistaken, and that success be sought in a Avholly different 
direction. We make, however, three exceptions,—as to which 
Avc Avopld indicate merely the principle of the measure we would 
introduce, leaving the form to be decided by men of practised 
skill. 

I. Whatever laAvs we retain against bribery and treating, it 
is a matter not only of great importance, but of common 
decency and of absolute necessity, that these laws should be 
defined and certain, and that the interpretation and execution of 
them should be uniform. How far thfey are noAV from being so 
may be learned by any one from Mr. Pickering’s able Pamphlet, 
and from some Parliamentary Papers issued during the Session 
just closed—■espeoially Nos. 431. and 493. It thence appears 
that if the laws against treating, as interpreted and acted upon 
by some Committees of the House of Commons, were enforced, 
not ten Members out of the whole 658 could retain their scats; 
that one committee unseats a Member on the very same 
evidence, and under precisely the same circumstances, which 
indbee another committee to declare another Member ‘duly 
‘ elected; ’ that such high authorities as Sir Ji. Peel, and 
Mr. C. W. Wynn, differed as to the legality^ of expenses 
incurred in conveying voters to the Poll; that the interpretation 
of the laAV by the Courts of Law is wholly at variance with 
that adopted by Committees of the House;-—and finally, and 
to sum up all, not the most experienced Parliamentary Counsel 
can say with confidence what the laAV really is, nor with what 
degree of stringency it will bo construed and enforced— 
especially as regards the enactments against treating. Now the 
evil of this uncertainty is two-fold: no Member, however pure 
he is, and may desire to be, can be at all secure that he will not 
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be unseated for corruption*;—and, therefore, no Member un¬ 
seated for corruption is held to be morally culpable: he is 
merely one of the Galiheans on whom the undiscriminating 
tower of Siloani fell. We would therefore urge in the most 
earnest manner an immediate revision of all the Statutes against 
bribery and treating, in such a mode as, if possible, to secure for 
them one uniform, sensible, and unvarying interpretation, and 
to stigmatise nothing as illegal which is not morally reprehensiblCf 
—so that public opinion and statute law may at 4ast march 
hand in hand, and draw harmoniously together. Treating 
cannot be prevented: wc would therefore permit reasonahh 
refreshment to voters (as was done by the Act of 1667),— 
leaving it to the appointed tribunal to decide, if the question 
be raised, what is reasonable, and what may fairly bo held to 
be corrupt. Expenses incurred in bringing voters up to the 
poll cannot be prevented, at least in Counties: it is therefore 
important to consider whether these, if reasonable, should not be 
formally legalised, as Sir li. Peel advised. Compensation to 
poor voters for the loss of their days’ wages, if genuine and not 
cxcessivcy so long as you have poor voters, the public feeling and 
the conscience of a generous candidate can scarcely be brought 
to regard as criminal or corrupt: it ^becomes therefore a question 
whether some fitting and avowed arrangement cannot be devised 
to meet so natural a proceeding. It is true that in all these 
cases, legalising what is right may open the door to what is 
wrong: — but by closing the front-door, as at present, you are 
compelled to leave the back-door open —a fiir more unguard- 
able, easier, and, therefore, wider mode of entrance. Criminal 
action on the part of the criminally disposed you cannot pre¬ 
vent: do not, in the vain endeavour, forbid all action lest 
criminality should creep in: — lor by so doing you confound 
innocence and guilt in one common and futile prohibition, and 
then whitewash the latter, while you bewilder and discourage 
the former. 

II. It is strange that, while for twenty years the suppression 
of bribery and the purification of our. coustitueneies have been 
the avowed objects of the Legislature, and while enactment 
after enactment has been proposed to carry them into effect. 
Parliament should never have adopted a plan which, in our 
humble judgment, appears the simplest, the justest, the most 
effectual of all. We have contrived various schemes, by which 

♦ Mr. Pickering gives us many proofs of this; and the case of 
Mr. Strutt at Derby, (which he does not mention) occiaxh to our re¬ 
collection as one in point. 



592 ParUamentary Purijication. Oct. 

the (JisQOvery of corruption is facilitated; we have empowered 
coixipiittees to question the Members themselves; we have 
ordained the infliction of a severe penalty (500/. fine) against 
both the giver and the recipient of a bribe, recoverable by any 
one who chooses to^ prosecute, and can bring home the deed; 
we have suspended the writs for some boroughs, and have dis¬ 
franchised others idtogether. Our enactments have been so. 
Draconian that no one will put them in force and that all 
parties cdhnive at their evasion; and onr vengeance so indis¬ 
criminate that justice revolted against its execution. But we 
have never set resolutely to work to separate the guilty Irom 
the innocent, and to visit them with the natural, moderate, 
appropriate penalty of incapacitating them I'roin future sin. 
A¥e have never followed the principle of dUarming the individual 
culprit. Why not try it now? As the law and custom at 
present stand, as soon as the petitioner has proved a single 
case of bribery against the sitting Members, or their agents, the 
.case is closed-: the decision's given, and the victory is won. 
No one has any interest in pursuing the matter further. A 
hundred more electors may have been bribed, but they esaipe 
detection and exposure. Instead of this, let^ us pursue a 
different course. In every «ase in which, by the decision of the 
Election Committee, it is proved that bribery has been com- 
mjtted, let a commission of inquiry and of judgment (sjmilar to 
that which can now bo appointed by the Crown, on an address 
of both Houses of Parliament) issue, as a matter of course^ 
charged to investigate upon the spot the whole proceedings of 
the election in question; let every clue and scent be closely 
followed up, as detectives follow up the traces of every other 
crime; let every man convicted of having accepted a bribe 
(and d fortimn, of having offered one), in any shape, be 
disfiqjichised for life; and let every one convicted of corrupt 
tre^j^ting be struck oif the register for -one election. There 
would be little diflSculty in procuring evidence, compared .with 
that which now exists; for a commission on the S})ot can 
ascertain mifly thin^ which a committee sitting in London 
cannot; and numbers^' who refuse to be instrumental in inflict¬ 
ing such a disproportipnatc and cruel punislu^ent as a fine of 
500/., for an offence Avhich few have yet learned to consider as a 
heinous one, will readily aid in a conviction entailing only the 
fitting and reasonable penalty of losing the suffrage which has 
been abused. The men thus disfranchised will command no 
sympathy; for they will have met only their just reward. They 
will be liaAted men, and, to a certain extent, disgraced men, 
for the future,—citizens who have degraded, and, therefore, 
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Arctic RegwnSf tlib, review of works and Parliamentary papers re¬ 
lating to, 342—sketch of Arctic voyages from 864 to 1852, 343-4—- 
the knowledge obtained scarcely worth the dangers and hardships 
incurred, 344-5—^mysterious disappearance of Sir John Franklin, 
345-6—solution of the problem of the North-western Passage, 
347—the Polar Sea, 348,— Sir Roderick Murchison’s opinion on 
a suggestion thrown out by Mr. Peterman, 349-50—difficulties 
attending the navigation, 350-1—the Polynia of the Russians, 
351—obstacles encountered by Messrs. Inglefield, Belcher, and 
Parry, 352-3—the screw-propeller probably an efficient auxiliary 
in future Arctic voyages, 353—the cold at Spitzbergen not so 
intense as to prevent further scientific operations, ib. —progress 
and results of Arctic discovery between the years 1818 and 
1845, 353-5 — efforts made to pass from the Atlantic into the 
Pacific through Lancaster Sound, 355 — Sir John Barrow’s ‘ Chro¬ 
nological History of Arctic Voyages before 1818,* 355-6—failure 
of Sir John Boss in his North-western attempt, 356 — Captain 
Beechey’s narrative of Captain Buchan’s expedition to Spitzbergen, 
ih. —Sir Edward Parry’s three expeditions, 357-8—horrors and 
hardships attending Captain Lyon’s voyage to Wager River in 
1824,358-9—expedition of Sir George Back in 1836-37,359-60,— 
Captain John Ross’s expedition in 1829, his discovery of ‘ Boothia,’ 
and of the situation of the North Magnetic Pole, 360-1 — Sir John 
Franklin’s two expeditions in company with Sir John Richardson 
and Sir George Back, 361 — his third expedition in 1845, and mys¬ 
terious disappearance, 362 — expeditions sent out by different 
countries in search of tidings of him, 362-4—conjectures as to 
his probable fate, 364-6 — expedition under Sir James Ross in 
search of the lost adventurers, 366-8 — unsuccessful attempts of 
the ‘North Star,’ the ‘Plover,’ and the ‘Herald,* to obtain any 
certain tidings, 366-9—last authentic information respecting the 
‘Investigator,’ 369-70 — subsequent unsuccessful efforts of Mr. 
Kennedy in the ‘Prince Albert,’371—summary of the voyages 
undertaken in search of Sir John Franklin, 371-3—conjectures as 
to his whereabouts, 374—information brought by the ‘Renovation* 
in 1851, 375-6—concluding observations, 376-8. 


China^ relations of England with,—review of Sir John Francis 
Davis’s work, ‘ China during the War and since ttie Peace,* 98-9-^ 
rise and spread of the rebellion against the rule of the Tartar 
VOL. xcviii. s a 
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dynasty, 99-100—rebdlions of the fourteenth centuir* 100—^pre¬ 
sent condition of Chinese affairs, 100-7—great, want of Knowledge as 
to the actual athte and prospects of China, 107—^this desideratum in 
great measure supplied by Sir John Davis, ib. —our commercial in¬ 
tercourse with China before and sibce the peace of 1842,107-8, and 
note —value of the trade in 1846 with Great Britain at Canton, 
Shanghai and Amoy, 109—^the silk and tea trades of 1848 and 
1849, ib, —exports of British produce to China from 1834 to 

1849, ib. —tea and silk exported from Shang^e from 1844 to 

1850, 110—unsatisfactory state of our trade with China, 110-1— 
early civilisation and importance of China, 111—its commerce 
arrived at a stationary point, 112 — necessity of opening and 
extending the channels of commerce and intercourse, 113—results 
of overcrowded population, 113-4—the opium trade, 115—universal 
habit of opium-smoking, ib. —social evils thence resulting, 115-6 
—^prohibition of the importation of opium, ib. —smuggling and 
venality caused thereby, 116-7—serious consequences arising from 
the price of silver becoming raised to meet the demand for pay¬ 
ment of opium, 117—armed craft and piracy of the ‘smuggling 
‘fleet,* 117-8—necessity of showing the Chinese a bold front, 
119-20—energy and promptitude of Mr. Alcock, consul at Shanghae, 
121—turbulent and excitable character of the population of 
Canton, 122—review of the policy adopted from 1841 to 1847, 
123-4—^probable effect of a reduction in the duty on tea, 125-6— 
necessity of establishing a direct diplomatic intercourse with 
!^kin, 127 8—severe sentence passed and carried out upon the 
Ministers Ifeshen and Elepoo, 128, and extract —expediency of 
sending an embassy to the Chinese emperor, 129—^three principal 
points to be attended to—viz. the remission or reduction of the 
transit and customs duties on tea, the legalisation of the opium 
traffic, and free intercourse with every part of China, 129-31. 

Church Parties^ review of works treating of, 273—the Low Church, 
the High Church, and the Broad Church parties, t5.— origin of 
the Low Church or Evangelical party, 274 — lifeless state into 
which the Church of England had fallen in the first thirty years 
of George III., «&. —effect of Atheism in France upon Chris¬ 
tianity in England, 275—anomalous aspect assumed by parties in 
the Church, t6.—the distinctive tenets of the Evangelical party, 
276 — its good fruits, both public and private, among rich and 
poor, 277 —its efforts for the suppression df the slave trade, the 
reform of prison discipline, and other benevolent objects, ib. —its 
foundation of the ‘ Church Missionary Society,’ 278—and chiefly 
Instrumental in establishing the ‘Bible Society,’ ib. —efforts of this 
party to supply the growing population with the means of worship, 
278-9—the ‘Pastoral Aid Society,' and Scripture Readers, 279 — 
profound darkness in which the English peasantry were enveloped 
at the beginning of the century, ib. and notes —Sunday schools, 
infant schools, lending libraries, and district visitors, 280—genuine 
Evangelicalism a large contributor to the religious element of our 
national life, 280-2 — Hamilton Forsyth, and Spencer Thornton, 
281—Mr. Fox the Missionary, ib. —srif-denying conduct of Dr. 
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Perry, Bishop of Melbourne, 282.'3 — men of leltert belonging to 
the Evnrigelical8, -283, and note —the Recordite, party amongst the 
Evangelicals, 284—their tendency to formalism, tft.—and to an 
extravagant reliance upon the saving merits of mere ‘faith,’ 284*5, 
and notes —their belief in Predestination, 286*7, and'>?<?^^#—their 
dogma of ‘Verbal Inspiration,'* 287-8, and notes —their puritanical 
observance of the Sabbath, 289—letter to the Bishop of Jerusalem, 
ih, Witt — their hymns forehildren, 289*90folly of making the 
Sabbath a day of glpom, 290-1—specimens of their ignorance, 
intolerance and damnatory spirit, 291-2—blasphemous travestie 
of solemn language in a sei mon by Rev. II. M*Neile, 292-3, and 
note —theory of practice of these modern Puritans, 293—charac¬ 
teristic advertisements of this party in their organ the ‘ Record * 
newspaper, 293-4—their love of social meetings, 294-5—-their odd 
phraseology, 295, and nofes—favourite amusements of this party, 
296-7, and notes — religious speculators of the ‘Record* 298-9, 
and notes —success of the party as emissaries in Iceland, and of their 
exertions in our large manufacturing towns, 299-301, and notes — 
the High Church party, 301-23, and notes —origin and history of 
the Tractarians, 313*25, and notes — the ‘High and Dry,* and 
‘ Low and Slow ’ styles in the pulpit, 326-8 — general love of 
Mammon amongst the ‘ High and Dry ’ parties, 328-9—the Mode¬ 
rate,. Catholic, or Broad Church party, 330-42, and notes. 

F 

French Navy, the, review of ptirliamentary inquiry into condition of, 
240—cause and origin of the volumes, 240-1—labours of the Com¬ 
mission, 241-2—the material elements of the French Navy, in ships 
of all sizes, steam-machinery, stores, and means of construction, 
considerably below our own, 242-3—principal points to which the 
attention of the Commission was directed, 243-4—statements as to 
the strength of the French fleet, 244-5—vessels being constructed, 
246-6—‘the Napoleon,’ 246, note —superiority of the British navy 
as to auxiliary screw-propellers, 246—resolution of the Committee 
of Feb. 12. 1851 to build twenty first-class steam frigates of great 
speed, 247—mode of naval warfare proposed to be adopted by 
France against England, 247*9, and extract —eagerness of the 
Commission to increase their steam frigates, 249-50—present 
capabilities of Toulon, Rochfort, Lorient, Brest, and Cherbourg, 
250—and those of MM. Cav5, Schneider, and Benet, i5.—fewness 
of slips and dry docks in French arsenals, 250-1, and note —^sug¬ 
gestions made to the Commission by MM. Hernoux, Collas, and 
Lain^ 251—opinion of M. Nourmand as to constructing very fkst 
first-class steam frigates, 252—his testimony as to the superidrity 
of English machinery, 252—probable causes thereof, t5.—opinions 
of Sir Byam Martinj 253, extretet —evidence of Admiral de la 
Snsse, as to the capability of France meeting England in naval 
warfare on equal terms, 254, extract —M. Doru’s plan for -the 
defence of the French coast and attacking England, 255-6, extract 
—M. Collas’ report rdatingjto Cherbourg, 256-7, and extract — 
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—suggestion of M. de Montebello as to system to be pursued by 
France in case of war with England, 257, extract —a maritime 
alliance with France against England generally fatal to the power 
making it, ib. —^remarks of M. Benoist d’Azy, 258, extract —^liis ill- 
feeling towards this country equalled by that of Baron Charles 
Dupin, 258-9—the geographical position of France a cause of 
maritime weakness, 259—cause of making the Mediterranean the 
principal cruising ground, 259-60—M. Chamer on France main¬ 
taining afloat vessels of great velocity, 260—present squadrons of 
the French navy on foreign stations, 261—proposition of M. Collas 
to establish a regular service of frigates to circumnavigate the 
globe, ib. —^necessity of our being prepared to meet France with 
means of defence suited to her attack, 262—amount of stores exist¬ 
ing in the French arsenals, 263—her dependence on foreign coal 
one great cause of her inferiority, 263-4—facts established relative 
to present state of the French navy, 264-5—her superior mode of 
manning her navy, 265-9, and extracts and notes —contrasted with 
our own, 269—M. de Montaignac’s remarks on the subject, 271, 
extract —concluding observations, 272. 

G 

Greece, Grote’s History of (vols. ix. x. xi.), review of, 425—^general 
contents of the volumes, 425-8—flnished picture of the political 
and collective life of Greece exhibited by Mr. Grote, 428—what 
we owe to Greece, 428-9—slavery among the Greeks, 429-30— 
honourable position in which Athens stood, 430-1—character of 
the Athenians, 431-2—^high commendations of Athens contained in 
one of Pericles’ funeral orations, 433-4, extract —freedom from 
social intolerance combined with patriotic spirit, 434—Mr. Grote’s 
remarks on the state of social morals at Athens, 435-6, extract — 
her ambitious external policy, 436—pure origin of the Athenian 
empire, 436-7—nature of her connexion with inferior neighbouring 
states, 437—her dominion over them more that of a protector than 
a conqueror, 438-9—^good effects of Athenian democratical insti¬ 
tutions, 439-40—Mr. Grote’s remarks on the influences of demo¬ 
cracy in Greece, 440-1, extract —Athens indebted principally to 
Solon for the excellent organisation of her democracy, 441—and 
to Cleisthenes, Aristides, Pericles, and Ephialtes, 442-3—vast light 
let in by Mr. Grote upon facts of importance in Grecian history, 
443—his correct estimation of the Sophists, 443-4—^his conscien¬ 
tious discharge of all the duties of a historian, 444-5—liigh rank to 
which his History may justly lay claim, 445—his eminent qualifi¬ 
cations for the work, 445-6-^uggestion as to extending the His¬ 
tory one volume beyond the number proposed, 447. 

Grey, Lord, his Colonial Administration, review of, 62—principal 
object of Lord Grey in becoming the historian of the Colonial 
Administration of Lord John Bussell’s cabinet, 62-3—his book the 
first attempt made to treat in a series the maxims of government 
applicable to dependencies of the Dtitish Crown, 63-4, and note-— 

.. our Colonial Possessions at the accession of George III., 64—vast 
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reduction in our foreign empire when we recognised the inde¬ 
pendence of our American Colonies, 66-6, and note —^Burke on the 
official duties of the American Secretary of State in 1780, 66, note 
—^the division of the Secretariat of State into Home and Foreign in 
1782, ii.-o-further alterations in 1794 and 1801, t'A—the office of 
Secretary for the Colonial Department permanently established in 
1816, 67—vast increase in the duties of the Colonial Secretaiy 
since the Peace, ib. —change in the views with which our Colonial 
Possessions are regarded, 68-9, and note —contrast between the 
business of the Colonial Department in 1782 and 1846, 69—state 
in which Lord Grey found the Colonial Department on first coming 
into office, 69-70—contents and purport of the First Letter,, 70-9, 
and extracts —objects of the Second, Third, and Fourth Letters, 
79-84—the Fifth and Sixth Letters, 84-7—contents and objects 
of the Seventh, Eighth, Ninth, and Tenth Letters, 87-93—the 
Twelfth Letter, 93-8, and notes. 

H 

Hay don, B. JR., review of Life of, 518—character of the book, 
518-20—severe portraits of themselves drawn by men of genius in 
their autobiographies, 521-2 — proofs of Haydons mental derange¬ 
ment frequently to be traced in his journal, 522-4 — general divi¬ 
sions of the volumes, 524—general criticisms on’ Haydon’s per¬ 
sonality, 525-6—condensed view of Haydon’s career as an artist, 
526-35—Ids attacks against the Royal Academy, 535—his * Judg- 
‘ ment of Solomon,’ 535-6 — his visit to Paris in 1814 in company 
with Wilkie, 537-8, and extract — his ‘Solomon,’ and ‘Christas 
‘ Entry into Jerusalem,’ 538-9—his idea for the Waterloo Monu¬ 
ment, 539-40—the Catalogue liaisonnee, 541-2—sonnet addressed 
to him by Wordsworth, 542 — exhibition of his ‘Christ’s Entity 
‘ into Jerusalem,* 543-4—commences his ‘ Raising of Lazarus,’ 544 
—his rising reputation, 544-5—his marriage, and its good effects, 
545—his want of money, yet decided objection to try portrait¬ 
painting, 546-7—his shameful treatment of his pupils, 547—his 
petition to the House of Commons when an insolvent debtor in the 
Queen’s Bench, 548-9 and extracts —his letters to Mr. Canning, 
Sir Charles Long, and others, 549-50—contrasts his condition with 
that of Wilkie, 551—^publishes his pamphlet on the public encour¬ 
agement of Art in England, and sends it to the Duke of Welling¬ 
ton, 551-2 — his ‘Mock Election,’ painted when a prisoner in the 
Queen’s Bench for the second time, 553—his ‘Punch/554—passes 
the Insolvent Court, in 1830, for the third time, ib. —Ids letters to 
the Duke of Wellington and Sir Robert Peel, 555—is commissioned, 
by Lord Grey to paint the Reform Banquet in Guildliall, 555-6-^; 
his descriptions of some of his sitters, 556-60—addresses a petition 
to the Building Committee of the Lords and Commons for the intro¬ 
duction of Painting into the new Houses of Parliament, 561 he 
becomes famous as a lecturer, ib. —his accumulated embarrass¬ 
ments, 562—passes through the Insolvent Coui-t for the fourth 
time, ib. — paints the Duke of Wellington musing on the ]^ld of 



630 


Index, 


Waterloo, ih. —is commissioned to paint a large picture of the 
Anti-Slavery Convention, 563—his visit to Clarkson, ib, — his 
unsuccessful competition for the prizes Yor the best cartoons, 564 
— fatal efleets of anxiety, embarrassments, and disappointments, 
364.5—concluding remarks, 566. » 

I 

India^ the Nations of, and their Manners, review of works by Sir 
Erskine Perry on, 33—extent and population of India, 34—ethno¬ 
logical sketch of different native languages, 35-41—remarks on the 
diversity of religions which prevails over India, 41—what ought to 
be adopted as the language of intercourse and oduuation ? 41-2— 
Mr, Macaulay’s views on tlwj question, 43-4—rapid progress which 
the English language is already making among the Indians, 44-5, 
and extract —Mr. Campbell’s reason for preferring the Hindustani 
ns the chief vehicle of intercourse, 45—preference given by the 
Indians themselves to the English language, 46—characteristic 
features of Orientals best seen in courts of justice, 46, and extract 
—^importance of the information aflbrded by Sir Erskine Perry, 
46-7—brief sketch of Bombay and its law courts, 47—case of Aga 
Mahomed Bahim, 47-8—gang-robberies, 48-50, and extract —the 
Parsees, or Fire-worshippers, 50-2—trials connected with the 
‘opium cases,’52-5, and extracts —cases of conversion to Christianity, 
55-8—strange scene in a court of justice, 58-9—difficulty of 
making conversions to Christianity, 59-60—a few traits of native 
character, 60-1. 

L 

Liv&s of the Devereux Earls of Essex, review of Captain W. B. 
Devereux’s, 132—a taste for History almost universal, ih. —im¬ 
portant historical documents in this country yet unpublished, 133 
—laudable motives influencing the writer, 1^-4—^briet sketch of 
the House of D’Evreux, 134—Queen Elizabeth and Walter, the 
first Earl of Essex, 134-5—agreement entered into between them 
on his taking command of the Irish expedition in 1573, 135-6, and 
extracts —difficulties and embarrassments of his position, 136, and 
extract —his conduct as Lord Deputy disapproved of by the Queen, 
136—involved in ruinous expenses by his Irish adventure, 137— 
his letter to the Queen, ib., extract —his illness and death, 137-8— 
life and letters of Bobert, the second Earl of Essex, 138—Captain 
Devereux open to^a charge of hero-worship, 138-9—early age at 
which Bobert succeeded to the title and estates of liis father, 139— 
sketch of his youthful days, ib. —made Master of the Horse in 
1587, 139-40—takes part in the expedition to Portugal in contempt 
of the Queen’s prohibition, 140—motives ascribed for such acts of 
insubordination, ib. —^Elizabeth’s letter of recall, 140-1—his faithless 
conduct towards Lady Essex, 141—Elizabeth’s jealousy of Lady 
Mary Howard, 141-2, extract —Essex’s want of tenderness towards 
bis wife and children 142—h^s false and flattering adulations of 
BilMbeth, 142.3—his lettesa w her and to Sir B, Cecil, 143-5, and 
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far^racfc—his defiance of the Queen’s commands and her offence 
thereat, 145—^Lord Burleigh’s letter (|o him, 146—Essex and 
liiileigh always opposed lo each other, 146-7—Captain Devereux’s 
remarks on L(»rd Essex’s being appointed Lord Deputy of Ireland, 
147-8—was Lord Bacon ungrateful to Lord Essex ? 148-9—Basil 
Montagu’s view of the charge, 149—letters of Lord Bacon in vindi¬ 
cation of the course he pursued, 149-51—his friendly mediation with 
the (^ueeii in behalf of Lord Essex, 151-2—^Lord Essex’s abrupt 
return from Ireland without leave, and sudden intrusion into the 
Queen’.s bed-chamber, 152—^Lord Bacon’s judicious advice both to 
the Queen and Essex, 158-4—forced by the Queen to take part in the 
trial of Lord Essex, in 1606, 154—^Its results, ih. —letter from Lord 
Bacon assuring Ebsex of his atlection and good offices, 155—anxiety 
of Essex to secure a renewal of his patent of mono[»oly of sweet 
wines, ib. —tlie Queen refuses it, and his consequent petulant and 
insulting complaints, 155-6—the breach between the Queen and 
Lord Essex daily widened, 156—Lord Bacon’s final resolution of 
no more interesting himself in behalf of Lord Essex, 156-7— 
Essex’s trial and defence, 158-60—the story of the ring sent by Lord 
Essex to the Queen through the Countess of Nottingham, 161-3— 
pedigree of holders of the ring, 163—its identity with the likeness 
of the Queen frequently alluded to by Plsscx in his letters, consi¬ 
dered, 164-5—Uobert, third Earl of Essex, 165—his education, ib .— 
his unhappy nmrriage with Frances Howard, ib. —his second 
marriage with Elizabeth Paulet, ih. —his merit and character rightly 
estimated by Clarendon, 166—his famous relief of Gloucester when 
besieged, ib. —becomes Chamberlain in place of Lord Pemberfon, 
*7;^rudely dismissed from office by Charles, 167—accepts the 
command of the Parliamentary army in 16-12, ib. —^remarks upon 
his excepting that post, 167-8—resigns his commission in 1645, 
168—waited upon by the two Houses, who i)ass high encomiums on 
his conduct, ih. —devotion of the soldiers under his commaud, i5.—- 
his death in 1646, ib. —concluding remarks, 168-9. 

M 

Mahometayiism in Westr'rn Asia, review of Mr. Eyre Evans Crowe’s 
work on, 378—bewildering contrast j)resented to an European 
when entering a Sluhometan town for the first time, 379—want 
of individuality in the Orientals, 379-80—the East the land of 
equality, 380-2—immutability of the Eastern-World, 382-3—their 
want of energy and enterprise, 383-4— the Arab, the Turk, and 
the Persiatj, 384—their pride of blood, 385—effects of climate and 
locality upon the Eabtern nature, 385-7—cause of the rapid spread' 
of ISlahometanism, 387-8—^low condition of the Orientals previous 
to ]\Iahomet, 888-9—general suitableness of the system he esta¬ 
blished, 390-1—contrast between the Eastern and Western races, 
392—different estimation which Woman holds among them, ib, 
—Catholicism and Mahometanisijn, 393—decay of Mahometanism 
among Persian and Tartar tribes, ihk —the rise and increase <)f tbfb 
sect of Wehahites in Arabia 393«i-Hwtional movemeni; tending 
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to the dissolution of Mahometanism, 394—Rowing hatred between 
the Turks and Arabs, 194-^5—^want of a class distinction among 
the Turks, 393—good feeling of Mahometan Arabs towards Chris¬ 
tian Arabs, 396—the Western nations looked up to bjr Oriental 
Christians as their protectors, 396-7—the Greek Church in the 
East, 397—countenance and protection afforded to it by the Czar, 

. —freedom afforded to Europeans throughout Turkey, 398—the 

Druses and Metualis, 398-9—favourable estimation in which the 
. Turks hold the English, 399—gradual dissolution of the Ottoman 
Empire, 400-1—^hatred and jealousy existing among its numerous 
nationalities, 401—proposition for a federalism to unite them 
under one head, 401-2, and note—their determined resistance 
against foreign encroachment, 403—^gradual progress of the effect 
of Western civilisation upon Oriental barbarism, 403-4—probable 
effects of commerce and the railway, 404-5. 

Military Bridges, review of Sir Howard Douglas’ essay on the prin¬ 
ciples and construction of, 448—military bridge-making amongst the 
ancient Egyptians, Persians, Greeks, and Romans, 448-9—those of 
Xerxes, Xenophon, and Alexander, 449—attention paid by the 
Romans to this department of the art military, ih. — rude contri¬ 
vances adopted from the fall of the Roman Empire to the middle of 
the 17th century, 449-50—adaptation by the Dutch of bateaux, or 
small vessels, to the formation of military bridges, 450—^the inven¬ 
tion imitated by the French and other nations, 450-1—new kind of 
pontoon brought forward by M. Gribeauval in 1787-8, 451—com- 
;gonent parts of a pontoon bridge, 451-2—mode of operation, 453— 
pontoon bridge over the Virginia Water, 454—the pontoons in our 
service forty or fifty years ago and those now in use, 455-^|p-the 
* Bologna sausages ’ of Colonel Blanchard, 456—order of arrange¬ 
ment of component parts in the pontoon waggon, 457—mode of 
packing, unpacking, and laying, 457-8—probable weight a pontoon 
bridge must support, 458, extract —shortcomings of Colonel Blan¬ 
chard’s pontoons, 459-60—^plan of pontoon bridge adopted by the 
French, 460-2—superior to that adopted in our service, 462-3— 
observations of Marshal Vaillant and others in disparagement of 
Colonel Blanchard’s pontoon, 464-5, and extract —introduction into 
the United States army of pontoons made with a preparation of 
caoutchouc, 465—objections to which pontoons made of any 
frayable substance lie open, 465-6—necessity of supplying our army 
with an efficient bridge train, 466-8—expedients. to which leaders 
of armies are driven, 468-9-:-Moreau’s bridge over the Rhine in 
1800, 469—Wellington’s over tlie Adour, 470-2, and extracts and 
notes—fiymg bridges and rafts, 472-3—Sir H. Douglas’s mode of 
constructing a bridge of rafts, 474, extract —one constructed by the 
Staff Corps under the Duke of Wellington in Spain, 475, extract — 
fitness of casks and infiated skins, 475-7>-bridges upon trestles, 
'i4|^7-.-.that over the Guadiana in 1811,477-8, and extract —and two 
others over the Beresina in Napoleon’s retreat from Moscow in 
1812,478-80, and ex&ract—modes of repairing or connecting broken 
arches, 481-8, and extracts and cuts. 
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N 

National Defences^ our, review of books and f)arliainentary pajJers 
relating to, 405—unreasonableness of objections against preparing 
against invasion, and of afiecting mystery as to the quarter whence 
it is most likely to come, 405-6—^the Array estimates now raid in 
1835, 407—effective state of our army as to discipline and physical 
strengtii, 407—the militia, yeomanry, and enrolled pensioners, 
407-8—amount of force in Great Britain and Ireland, 408—increase 
in the Ordnance estimates, ib. —^further fortifications along the 
coast, 408-9—Mr. Fergusson’-; new system of fortification, 409— 
candid avowal of Lieut.-Colonel Adams as to the merits of^ *6.— 
principles of Mr. Fergusson’s system, 409-10— its advantage as to 
economy, 410-1—ColonelJebb’s‘Flying ShotatFergusson,’411-2, 
and notes —Mr. Fergnsson’s proposed mode of defending Ports¬ 
mouth, 412-15, and extract-^ihe. Navy estimates for the present 
year and for 1835-6, 416—vast increase in the number, strength, 
and efficiency of our ships, especially those propelled by steam, 

416- 7—improvements in our dockyards during the last five years, 

417- 8—report of the Committee of Naval Officers as to the manning 
the navy, 418-9—present high rates of seamen's wages, 419—the 
punishment of flogging, and results from its abolition in the Ameri¬ 
can navy, 420-1, and extract —real caute of the shortness of hands, 
421, and extract —necessity of giving the navy a permanent con¬ 
stitution, 421—new regulations as to pay and rating, 422-3—com¬ 
pulsory plan of registration and service adopted in the French navy, 
423—the Naval Coast Volunteers, 424—expediency of building 
nij^hant steam ships with a view to future naval war. %h, 

Nempaper Stamp, the, review of Parliamentary reports and speeches 
in relation to, 488—paucity of real grounds of complaint as to 
political grievances, 489—^folly of agitating for repeal of ‘taxes on 
‘ Knowledge,* ib. —the cry seldom taken up by newspaper pro¬ 
prietors themselves, 490—proceedings of the Committee of the 
House on the subject, 490-1—strange one-sidedness of the inquiry, 
491—decision of the Committee contrary to evidence of witnesses 
examined, 492-3—what the so-called ‘taxes on Knowledge* lately 
were, and what they now are, 493-4—the newspaper penny stamp 
rather a boon than a tax, 494-6—unsound reasoning of the ‘Times* 
newspaper, 497 — loss to the revenue on account of sending news¬ 
papers through the Post Office at an uniform rate of a penny, 
498-501—general use made by newspaper proprietors and agents 
of the facilities afforded by the Post, 501-3 — redaction in 
cost of newspapers by means of retransmission, 504—substitute for 
present system proposed' by the Committee, 604-8—inquiry into 
the supposed cheapness of American newspapers, 508-12, and 
extracts —obstacles to establishing penny newspapers in this 
country, 512-3-—probable motives of the Coumittee in desiring a. 
change in the present system, 513-8* - ^ 

Note to No. 1^., 624, 



Index, 


'■m 

■' ■ P 

I^rlkiinenta'nf Purijicatiohy review of works and Parliamentary 
Ee|>orts relating, to, 566-—introddctory remarks, 566-70—hope- 
■ kesne^ of extinguishing bribery by direct penal enactments, 570- 
i$7~various Bnggestions examined, 587-90—plan proposed by Mr. 
Pickering, 590-5, and extract —necessity for purifying the Borough 
' Constituencies, 595-6—and for giving the franchise to the Slite 
of the working classes, 596-9, and notes —prevalence of bribery in 
small constituencies, 599*600, and notes—inadmissibility and 
injustice of the suggestion to disfranchise the small constituencies, 
and transfer their members to the most populous towns now un¬ 
represented, 601-2—proposed plan for collecting suffrages at 
Parliamentary Elections, 603-5—objections to the Ballot, 605-17, 
and extracts and note.?—expediency of constructing electoral bodies 
of a higher grade, 617-9—proposition for extending the franchise 
to all members of the learned professions, 619-20—suggestion for 
the making provision for an adequate expression of the voice of 
minorities, 620-3—concluding remarks, 623-4. 

Q 

Quarantine^ small pox, and yellow fever, review of works relating 
to, 191—diversity of opinion regarding the Quarantine Laws, 
191-2—extract from the ‘ Edinburgh Medical and Surgical Jour- 
* nal’ on the subject, 192, note —cases of small pox in the * Are- 
‘ thusa,’i5.—general narrowness of the sphere of'even the most 
v^ulent contagion, 193, and extract —property possessed hy air to 
neutralise and destroy noxious exhalations, 194 — cases of vellow 
, fever on board the mail steamer ‘ La Plata,’ 194-6—cases onAard 
the. ‘ Medway,' ‘Orinoco,’ and ‘Magdelena,’ 196-7 — remaife by 
Mr.,Bacon Phillips on coaling at St. Thomas’s, 197, note — yellow 
fever in H. M. ships ‘Dauntless,’ and ‘Highflier,’ 197-8 — general 
: practice in the W. L hospitals of not isolating fever patients in 
fever wards, 199—not attended with bad results, ih, —credulity of 
the medical profession on the origin and spread of epidemics, 200 
—Humboldt on the prevalent ideas respecting contagion, 201, 
extract —impossibility of proving the yellow fever to be contagious, 
201-2—report of the Central Board of Health of Jamaica respect¬ 
ing yellow fever, 203-6, and extracts —Dr. Blair on the Yellow 
Fever Epidemic of British Guiana, 206-7—case of H. M. ship 
‘ Eclair,’ 207-14—concluding remarks, 214-5. 

S 

Spain, Lairpent’s Journal in, review of, 215—effect of the death of 
the Duke of Wellington on literature, ib. —Mr. Larpent's qualifi¬ 
cations for his task, 216—liveliness and fidelity of his book, 217— 
the Wellington Despatches, 217-8—state of Europe in 1807-9, 
218-9—W^ing^ at that time ill-appreciated Imth by France 
and En^and, 219-20 —his exertions in the Peninsula in. 1,810-11 
crippled by Ministers at home, 220-1—his excellence in all the 
branch©* of the art militaiy, 221—desponding spirit of General 
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Moore, 222—moral revolution in the army effected by Wellingtoi^ 

223— brief sketch of the position of affairs in Spain when Wti 
Larpcnt joined the army, 223-4—onerous labours of the Dak4» 

224- 0—his difficulties in maintaining good discipline, 226—Wel¬ 
lington’s commissariat in Spain, 227-8—his *good table,’ * hounds,' 
and ‘stud,’ 228»30—his hair-breadth escapes, 230-1—has uncer¬ 
tainty as to localities, 231-2—his bimplicity of toilet, 232-3—hit 
proper appreciation of medals and other decorations of honour, 
234 — his love of praise and unmoved acceptance of compliment, 
ib, — nutnerous misprints, mistakes, and misspellings in Mr. X^or- 
pent’s volumes, 234-5 —his experience of the verb ‘ rough it,' 233 
—the Duke’s ready resources iii eases of emergency, 235-6—hU 
partiality for Colonel Dickson, of the Artillery, 236—glorious 
campaign of 1813, i5.—battle of Victoria, 237—some of the miseries 
and haid.'-hips of war, 23^^—Spanish pigs and Spanish signoras, 
238-9—paucity of the clcrit al stuff of the Peninsular army, 239— 
after being captured, and impriboned in France, the author returns 
liome to enjoy the blessings of peace, commissionerships, and a 
pension, 240. 

U 

United States, poptjlar education in the, review of reports and works 
relating to, 169-70—condition of the United States when humble 
dependt iicies of Great Britain, 170-1—astonishing advance made 
duiing the ensuing sixty years, 171-3—^by what appliances has this 
nation, in a little more than half a century been able to do so 
much ? 173-4—a brief view of education in the United States, 174 
—colleges .It Massachusetts, Connecticut, and New Jersey, io .— 
c^titution and laws in furtherance of education, 175-6-*-va6t ex- • 
emons made by the city of Boston to insure the advancement of 
letters, 17G-7—^returns from the State of Massachusetts, 171-8— 
report of a school committee in Winchendown, in Worcester county, 

178, extract —^report of the town of Cambridge in Massachusetts, 

179, cajirocf—effects of schools on the population of a city, 179— 
progress of education in the State of New York, 179-81—report of 
the supciintendent of common schools to the legislature for 1850, 
181-2, extract— of the Board of Education of the city of 
New York in 1851, 182-3, and ca*^rac#—splendid library bequeathed 
by Mr. Astor in furtherance of education in New York, 183— 
clause respecting education incorporated by William Penn on the 
first constitution of his colony in 1682, xh .—popular system of 
education established in Pennsylvania in 1831, ih ,—early difficul¬ 
ties increased by pecuniary emharrasaments, 183-4—stable of popu¬ 
lation, schools, and school expenses of the State, 184—^plan for an 
agricultural college, ib. —state of education in Philadelphia, 184-5 
—measures taken in Richmond, New Orleans, in Missouri, and 
other western and south-western states, 185-6—summary condensed 
from Mitchell, 187—progress of education in Upper and Lower 
Canada and Nova Scotia, t5.—the aspect as regards educaUoNU in 
the Transatlantic States genially favourable, 187-8—its effissts, 
188-90. 
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V 

Vehtdg (Dr. E.) History of the Austrian Court, Nobility, and 
Pil^kHuacy, review of, 1—‘instability of the Austrian Empire, 2— 
iti alternations of advance and decline, 3—heartiness with which 
the Austrian nobility and townsfolk embraced the Iteformation, ih. 
•—few Catholics in Austria Proper at the end of 16th century, 
4—rigorous measures taken by Ferdinand II. to root out Protest¬ 
antism, 4-5—misery attending the Thirty Years’ War, 5—state of 
Austria after the peace of Westphalia, 5-6—change in the* j)ro- 
prietary body of the German-Austrian provinces in 17th cen¬ 
tury, 6-7—progressive deehiie under Leopold I., Joseph I., and 
Charles VI., 7—-Due do Richelieu’s remarks on the Austrian coOrt 
in 1726, ib. —general degeneracy, both of army and civil govern¬ 
ment, under the later pi*inces of the House of llapsburg, 8—Maria 

f*Xheresa’s severe measures on first coining to the throne, S-9—her 
{Appearance and character, 9, extract —her unwillingness to par¬ 
ticipate in the division of Poland, 10, and trtract —her domestic 
and conjugal virtues, ib. —Francis of Lorniine, 10-11—her good in¬ 
fluence over the morals and manners of her court, 11-2—her con¬ 


stitutional magnanimity and constant attachnunt, 12—hef^'inaternal 
virtues, 12-3—^lier ill-appreciation of the noble clmractcr of lier -on 
Joseph, 13, and note —her fatal love of power as evinced by lorcing 
ber daughters into unhappy alliances, 13-4 — her fiimuess m « s-eu- 
tials united with a yielding disposition in trifles, 14—these quahth s 
Vftty suitable to her subjects, 15—^lier pride and her devotion ever 
subordinate to her interests, 15-6—her participation in the ovti- 
tlftwvv of the Jesuits, 16—her death, *5., and ante — her ininisttr 


Von Kaunitz, ib .—his origin, cbaiacter, appearance, and 
17-9, and extract —Count llaugwitz, 19—vast reforms i*tlio 
juvtsea^nal administration of her states carried out by Mari.i Thcii'sa 
bis advice, 19-20—her dealings with Hungary, 20-1—her 
for the Magyars, 21-2—^little change effected in the social 
of the people, 22—Joseph II., and his reforms, 22-4—his 
limnAtiousness and love of justice, 24—^his sweeping chauircs in 
aBBrajlliiitions and usages, 24-5—his innovating di^crees, 25 6— 
‘^wnampal rouglmess towards men and softness towards women, 
ecclesiastical reforms, 27—visit of Pius VI. to tlu' 
court, 27-9—fatal reaction against tlie Emperor’s jikins 
29'—establishes ayens jirovocateutSf lA—eriulty 
towai^s Tlorya and his accomplices, 29-30—J4||ieph H.\ 
i^Sitos^^death, and epitaph, 30—^good clTecl» of his reforms u the 
peoplt^ 31-3. 
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